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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

‘JOSEPH A. SUITS,
' Petitioner,

VS. NO. 73-C-339
FILED
Respondent . AR 2 91974

ORDER Jack C. Silver, Clerk
o U. S, DISTRICT COURT

The Court has for consideration a petition for writ of habeas corpus

PARK J. ANDERSON, Warden,

)

)

)

)

)

Oklahoma State Penitentiary, )
_ ' )

filed pro se by Joseph A. Suits. Said petition was filed in forma pauper-
is by permission of the United States District Court for the Eastern Dis~-
trict of Oklahoma, and said cause transfeired to tﬁis Northern District
of Oklahoma in accordance with 28 U.S.C. § 2241(d) by Order filed Octo-
ber 12, 1973.

The peﬁitioner challenges as unconstitutional and in violation of
his civil rights protected by Federal law a sanity trial wherein he was
found sane by jury in August, 1970, and his subsequent convictions in the
Tulsa County District Court, State of Oklahoma, ih two causes, Case No.
CRF-70~523, Appeal No. A—l6,696, and Case No. CRF-70-524, Appeal No. A-
16,689. However, the Court finds that petitioner is imprisoned at the
Oklahoma State Penitentiary, McAlester, Oklahoma, upon only one of these
convictions. That is, conviction by jury on November 17, 1970, of robbery
with firearms, Case No. CRF-70-523, in the Tulsa County District Court of
Oklahoma, and sentence on December 7, 1970, to an indeterminate term of
not less than 30 nér more than 90 years. Said judgment and sentence was
affirmed on appeal by Order of the Oklahoma Court of Criminal Appeals

filed March 21, 1973, Case No. A-16,696, reported Suits v. State, 507 P.2d

1261 (Okla. 1973). The other cause challenged by petitioner, Case No. CRF-
70~524, Appeal No. A-16,689, was reversed and remanded for new trial by
the Oklahoma Court of Criminal Appeals by Order dated March 21, 1973, re-

ported Suits v.«State, 507 P.2d 1260 (Okla. 1973), and the cause was dis-

missed without prejudice by December 12, 1973, Order of the Tulsa County

District Court.
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Petitioner first asserts in his present petition that in connection
with his directrappeél he sent petitions in November, 1970; January, 1971;
‘February, March; June and September, 1973, to the Oklahoma Court of Crim-
inal Appeals and the Tulsa County District Court alleging incompetent
counsel on appeal; that the appeals were é farce, misleading and intended
to‘do hiﬁ harm; and, that in spite thereof, the Oklahoma Court of Criminal
Appealé ruled on the appeals without appointing him another attorney to
aid him in preparing a proper and complete appeal. Thereby, he claims
thath—16,689 was 1llegally reversed, and that A-16,696 was illegally sus?
tained. These pro se matters were not covered in the appellate Court de-
cisions, and the petitioner makes no showing that he has fairly presented
such issues to the State Courts pursuant to the Oklahoma post-conviction
procedure act, 22 O0.S.A. § 1080 et seq. Therefore, there is no showing
that his adéquate and available State remedies have been exhausted thereon.

Petitioner further asserts that he sent to the Tulsa County District
Court a petition for writ of habeas corpus on June 25, 1973, moving par-
ties involved in the cases to disqualify on grounds of prejudice and to
impound all records as material evidence and for a full evidentiary hearing
due to the nature of the allegations. Alsé, that he sent to the Oklahoma
Court of Criminal Appeals a writ of mandamus on September 1, 1973, moving
said Court to enforce his habeas corpus with a mandate. Petitioner by his
own admissions has wholly failed to assert grounds in said petitions to in-
voke the Oklahoma habeas corpus statutes, 12 0.S.A. § 1331, et seqg., and
said issues may prbperly be pursued in a State post-conviction proceeding.
There is no showing that they have been fairly presented to the State Courts
in such way, therefore, adequate and available State remedies have not been
exhausted thereon.

He to this Court asserts that the Tulsa County District Court and
Oklahoma Court of Criminal Appeals have failed to recognize his petitions
in any way whatéoeveg and that he is thereby being denied his constitu-
tional rights in that the State of Oklahoma by malfeasance is denying him
the right to exhaust his State remedies. He further states that since

this issue is the cause of his present petition it has not been presented

-



to any other Court. It is true that a showing that State remedies are
ineffective or unavailable is a § 2254 statutory ground for a Federal
habeas corpus petition, but petitioner fails to show that 22 O.S.A, §§
1080-1087 ahd 12 0.8.A. §§ 1331-1355 are ineffective or that relief there-
under is unavailable if he fairly presents allegations invoking relief
pursuant to such statutes to the State Courts. Therefore, the Court finds
that said State Statutes provide adequate, effective and available rem-
edies that are open to the petitioner which he has not exhausted, and his

petition to this Court on these matters is premature. Picard v. Connor,

404 U. S. 270 (1971); Hoggatt v. Page, 432 F.2d 41 (1l0th Cir. 1970).

Lastly, in the petition under consideration, petitioner names nu-
merous State Judges, prosecutors,'attorneys, employees, physicians, etc.,
and lists 28 charges, many of them duplications of one another, which the
Court finds to be bald, conclusory claims, unsupported and unsubstantiated
by allegation of fact that would enable the Court to determine whether pos-
sible grounds for relief do exist. Where, in a collateral attack on a
criminal judgment, the Court has nothing but»generélities and conclusions,
without factual basis in support thereof, a petition is insufficient to
entitle petitioner to an evidentiary hearing, and the petition may be de-

nied without prejudice. Martinez v. United States, 344 F.2d 325 (10th

cir. 1965); Stephens v. United States, 246 F.2d 607 (10th Cir. 1957);

Atkins v. State of Kansas, 386 F.2d 819 (10th Cir. 1967); Lorraine v,

United States, 444 F.2d 1 (10th Cir. 1971).

After repeated readings of the petition and other instruments filed
herein, and eight letters received from the petitioner, the last such let-
ter received March 28, 1974, the Court determines and finds that effective
and available State remedies having not been properly invoked are not ex-
hausted; that the petitioner's bald, conclusory assertions are generalities
unsupported by factual allegations to determine whether possible grounds
for relief exist; that although the matter has not moved as speedily as
is desired in such proceedings, all possible haste has been observed con-

sidering the difficulty in analyzing the instruments presented to the



Court; that a present mental competency examination would not be of pro-
pative value regarding petitioner‘s condition on the date in issué; that
an attorney to represent petitioner is not at thisvtime»required;~and,.
therefore all instruments filed by the petitioﬁer should bé overruled
and the cause at this time, without prejudice, dénied and dismiséed.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED that the instruments filed by petitioner
herein be and they are hereby overruled‘and thekpetitioh for writ of
habeas corpus of Joseph A. Suits be and it is hereby denied and dismissed
without prejudice. |

Dated this 32§ﬂgﬁday of March, 1974, at Tulsa, Oklahoma.

v, & AT )

CHIEF JUDGE, UNITED STATES DISTRICT
COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
OKLAHOMA




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

ROGER M. WHEELER, ) -
- Plaintiff, § | s
vs. ) No. 72-C- 93
TEXACO INC., a‘corperetion;. | g | f? L E KD
Defendant. WR2919% &
Jack C. Sitver, Clerk
JUDCMENT U, S. DISTR!CT COURT

This action, by agreement, has been presented to the
Court for de0181on on Stlpulatlon of Facts with exhibits and
affidavits attached, the Honorable Allen E. Barrow, Chief U. S.
District Judge presiding.

The Court, having carefully considered the Stipulation,
exhibits, affidavits, briefs and having carefully perused the
entire file, makes the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law
filed and entered on March 27, 1974. The Court FINDS in favor
of the defendant TEXACO INC. and against the plaintiff ROGER M.
WHEELER.

It is ORDERED and ADJUDGED that the plaintiff, ROGER M.
WHEELER is entitled to recover nothing from the defendant TEXACO
INC. herein by reason of the claim asserted in his complaint.

It is ORDERED that the requirements of the second sentence
of Conclusions of Law, No. 10 has been satisfied by the prior
placement of Texaco's check payable to plaintiff in the amount
of $3,183.67 in the hands of Mr. Wheeler's attorney of record.

It is further ORDERED that defendant TEXACO INC. recover

its costs herein expended.

ENTERED this QZ(Z day of %;’/;m{w/q . 1974,

Chlef Unltcd States Dlstrlct Judge
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKRLAHOMA

LEWIS AARON BOWEN,
Petitioner,
-vs- Case No. 72—C~389V/

TULSA COUNTY, State of
Oklahoma, et al.,

ElLED
AR 471974 4]

Jack C. Silver, Clerks
U, S. DISTRICT COURT

RN e S R R W N )

Respondents.

ORDER

Upon consideration of Petitioner's Petition Forx
Writ Of Habeas Corpus, the decision and mandate of the
United States Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit filed
herein on January 11, 1974 and the Supplemental Response of
the Respondents filed herein on March 22, 1974, the Court
finds that the conviction and sentence of Petitioner attacked
herein as being unconstitutionally obtained by the State of
Oklahoma should for such reason be gset aside and Vacatedhéha 
Petitioner afforded a new trial on the charge within a reéson—
able time from this date or else, on application of Petitioner,
the Petition For Writ Of Habeas Corpus will be issued herein
and Petitioner released from custody.

o Z
oy -/-....m
It is so ordered this a%gx/ day of March, 1974.

0 1
“MM'X”‘ : 3
(74&(. o ¢ (,MM/’Z? < ¢ < / £ 4\7
7 7

Fred Daughefty
United States District Judge



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

ANNIE LOU SANDERS, WILL SANDERS,
and INEZ SANDERS, Individually and
as the heirs at law of Donald Lee
Sanders, Deceased,

Plaintiffs,
vs.
, No. 72-C-441+«
RICK NOLAN

and

THE CITY OF TULSA, OKLAHOMA,
a municipal corporation,

FILED

MAR 25 1974 g(/

b < Jack C. Silver, Cler
U S PISTRICT COURT

Nt Nt Nt Nt sl P Vvt St Nt est? N Nl Nage? ot Ns? .

Defendants.

O RDER

Plaintiff has moved, pursuant to Rules 59(e) and 60 (b)
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure that the Court amend its Order
of Dismissal filed December 19, 1973, to reflect such dismissal
to be against the defendant, City of Tulsa, only.

The Court, having carefully reviewed the entire file,
including the briefs, finds and concludes that the Order of
Dismissal entered herein on December 19, 1973, should be amended,
and the same is hereby amended to read as follows:

"IT IS THE ORDER OF THE COURT that the
plaintiffs' cause of action against the City
of Tulsa, Oklahoma, a municipal corporation,
should be, and hereby is dismissed, and this
dismissal shall apply to the City of Tulsa,
Oklahoma, a municipal corporation, only."

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated this Z 2 — day of March, 1974.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

BOARD OF TRUSTEES, PIPELINE )
INDUSTRY BENEFIT FUND, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
v, } Ne.74C 121 o
) FILED
TOKA CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, ) MAR 2 5 1971
NG, ) '
befondant ; <Jack €. Silver, Cles:
elendant. (U..S. DISTRICT COURT

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

™
NOW on this _ 25 day of M 19 74, Plaintiff's Motion

For Dismissal coming on for consideration and counsel for Plaintiff herein

representing and stating that all issues, controversies, debts and liabilities
between the parties have been paid, settled and compromised, ’

IT 18 THE ORDER OF THIS COURT That said action be, and the same
is, hereby dismissed with prejudice to the bringing s:;af another of future

action by the Plaintiif herein.

s/ __Jua Kﬂwéug? ,,
District Judge



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

) FILED
e ) Jack C. Silver, Clei
; U, S. DISTRICT COURT
LA JUANNA DEFFEBAUGH, )
) /
Defendant. ) Civil Action No. 73-C-406

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

—

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this J&;&_ day
of March, 1974, the plaintiff appearing by Robert P. Santee,
Assistant United States Attorney, the defendant, La Juanna
Deffebaugh, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined thev
file herein finds that La Juanna Deffebaugh was served with
Summons and Complaint on January 29, 1974{ as appears from the
- Marshals Return of Service herein.

It appearing that La Juanna Deffebaugh has failed to
answer herein and that default has been entered by the Clerk
of this Court.

The Court further finds that this is a suit based
upon a mortgage note and foreclosure on a real property mortgage
securing said mortgage note and that the following described real
property is located in Tulsa County, Oklahoma, within the Northern
Judicial District of Oklahoma: |

Lot Eight (8), Block Five (5), VALLEY VIEW

ACRES ADDITION, to the City of Tulsa, Tulsa

County, State of Oklahoma, according to the

recorded Plat thereof.

. THAT the defendant La Juanna Deffebaugh, did, on the

8th day of November, 1972, execute and deliver to the Administrator
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of Veterans Affairs, her mortgage and mortgage note in the sum
of $9,750.00, with 4 1/2 percent interest per annum, and further
providing for the payment of monthly installments of principal
and interest.

ThevCourt~further finds that the defendant La Juanna
Deffebaugh, made default under the terms of the aforesaid
mortgage note by reason of her failure to make monthly install-
ments aue thereon for more than 12 months last past, which de-
fault has continued and that by reasdn thereof the above-named

defendant is now indebted to the plaintiff in the sum of

'$9,780.00 as unpaid principal, with interest thereon at the

rate of 4 1/2 percent interest per annum from January 1, 1973,

until paid, plus the cost of this action accrued and accruing.
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that

the Plaintiff have and recover judgment against defendant La

Juanna Deffebaugh, in personam, for the sum of $9,780.00 with

interest thereon at the rate of 4 1/2 percent interest per annum

from January 1, 1973, plus the cost of this action accrued and

‘accruing, plus any additional sums advanced or to be advanced

or expended during this foreclosure action by plaintiff for
taxes, insurance, abstracting, or sums for the preservation of
the subject property.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that uéon
the failure of said defendants to satisfy plaintiff's money
judgment herein, an Order of Sale shall be issued to the United
States Marshal for the Northern District of Oklahoma, commanding
him to advertise and sell with appraisement the real property
and apply the proceeds thereof in satisfaction of plaintiff's
judgment. The residué, if any, to be deposited with the Clerk
of the Court to await further order of the Court.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that from

and after the sale of said property, under and by virtue of



this judgment and decree, the defendant and any person claiming
under her since the filing of the complaint herein be and they
are forever barred and foreclosed of any right, title, interest

or claim in or to the real property or any part thereof.

(;g&’..di Ogﬂuxmgx/ Mﬁ

United States Digkfict Judgév

APPROVED:

ROBERT P, SANTEE

Assistant United States Attorney

Attorney for Plaintiff, United
States of America
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA >§&&QQN$QW¥Yﬁ%”’

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

vs. CIVIL ACTION NO. 74-C-46

ROGER G. BAKER, et al.,

Rl L N N W N

Defendants.

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

~ T

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this 23§ )
day of March, 1974, the plaintiff appearing by Robert P. Santee,
Assistant United States Attorney, and the defendants, Roger G.
Baker, Diane Baker, County Treasurer, Rogers County, and Board
of County Commissioners, Rogers County, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined
the file herein finds that Roger G. Baker, Diane Baker, County
Treasurer;”Rogers County, and Board of County Commissioners,
Rogers County, were served with Summons and Complaint on - ﬁ
February 11, 1974, all as appears from the Marshal's Return
of Service herein.

It appearing that the said defendants have failed
to answer herein and that default has been entered by the
Clerk of this Court.

The Court further finds that this is a suit based
upon a mortgage note and foreclosure on a real property mortgage
securing said mortgage note and that the following described
real property ié located in Rogers County, Oklahoma, within
the Northern Judicial District of Oklahoma:

Lot Four (4), in Block Five (5), of

WESTGATE MANOR ADDITION to the City

of Claremore, Rogers County, Oklahoma,

according to the recorded plat thereof.

THAT the defendants, Roger G. Baker and Diahe Baker,
did, on the 13th day of July, 1971, execute and deliver to the

Mager Mortgage Company their mortgage and mortgade note in

the sum of $17,800.00 with 7 percent interest per annum, and



further providing for the payment of monthly insﬁallments of
principal and interest.

That by Assignment of Mortgage of Real Estate filed
July 19, 1971, the Mager Mortgage Company assigned said note
and mortgage to the Federal National Mortgage Association; and
that by Assignment of Mortgage of Real Estate filed October 18,
1972, the Federal National Mortgage Association assigned said
note and mortgage to the}Secretary of Housing and Urban Development,
Washington, D.C.

The Court further finds that the defendants, Roger G.
Baker and Diane Baker, made default under the terms of the
aforesaid mortgage note by reason of their failure to make
monthly installments due thereon for more than 12 months last
past, which default has continued and that by reason thereof
the above-named defendants are now indebted to the plaintiff
in the sum of $17,648.90 as unpaid principal, with interest
thereon at the rate of 7 percent interest per annum from
March 1, 1973, until paid, plus the cost of this action éccrued
and accruing.

The Court further finds that there is due and owing
to the County of Rogers, State of Oklahoma, from Roger G. Baker
and Diane Baker, the sum of $618.49 for ad valorem taxes for
the years 1972 and 1973 and that Rogers County should have
judgment for said amount.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the plaintiff have and recover judgment against defendants,
Roger G. Baker and Diane Baker, in personam, for the sum of
$17,648.90 with interest thereon at the rate of 7 percent per
annum from March 1, 1973, plus the cost of this action accrued
and accruing, plus any additional sums advanced or to be advanced
or expended during this foreclosure‘action by plaintiff for
taxes, insurance, abstracting, or sums for the preservation of
the subject property.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
County of Rogers have and recover judgment against the defendants,

2



Roger G. Baker and Diane Baker, for the sum of $618.49 as of
the date of this judgment plus interest thereafter according to
law, and that such judgment is superior to the first mortgage
lien of the plaintiff herein.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
upon the failure of said defendants to satisfy plaintiff's
money judgment herein, an Order of Sale shall be issued to
the United States MarshalAfor the Northern District of Oklahoma,
commanding him to advertise and sell with appraisement the
real property and apply the proceeds thereof in satisfaction
of plaintiff's judgment, which sale shall be subject to the
tax judgment of Rogers County, supra. The residue, if any,
to be deposited with the Clerk of the Court to await further
order of the Court.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
from and after the sale of said property, under and by virtue
of this jq@gment and decree, all of the defendants and each
of them and all persons claiming under them since the filing
"of the complaint herein be and they are forever barred and
foreclosed of any right, title, interest or claim in or to

the real property or any part thereof.

s ; v -
Unitdd States Digtrict/Judge

APPROVED.

ROBERT P. SANTEE
Assistant United States Attorney



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,
Vs‘

CECIL L. BAINES and
JOYCE J. BAINES, individually
and as co-partners, dba NU-BREED,

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Defendants. Civil Action No. 74-C-91

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

NOW on this Ezgg”“”éay of March, 1974, this matter coming
on for consideration, the plaintiff, United States of America,
appearing by and through its attorriey, Robert P. Santee, Assistant
United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma; and
the defendants, Cecil L. Baines and Joyce J. Baines, individually
and as co-partners dba Nu-Breed, appearing not; and it appearing that
this is a suit based upon a Promissory Note and for foreclosure of
certain Financing Statements, Security Agreement and Supplemental
Security Agreement securing said Note; and

It further appearing that the chattels described in said
Financing Statements, Security Agreement, and Supplemental Security
Agreement are located in Tulsa County, Oklahoma, and

It further appearing that due and legal personal service
of summons was made upon the defendants, Cecil L. Baines and Joyce
J. Baines, on February 12, 1974, requiring each of them to answer the
Complaint herein, and that more than twenty (20) days have elapsed
since the date of service of the summons, and it appearing that said
defendants have failed to file an answer or otherwise plead herein
and that they, and each of them, are hereby in default.

The Court, being fully advised, finds that the allegations
and averments in the Complaint are true and correct and that there
is due and owing to the plaintiff, United States of America, the sum
$4,865.00, with interest accrued thereon in the sum of $188.92,
through November 7, 1973, and interest accruing thereafter at the

rate of $.8108 per day.



The Court further finds that the plaintiff has a first
and prior lien upon the chattels described in the Security Agreement,
Supplemental Security Agreement, and Financing Statements by virtue
of said Security Agreement, Supplement Security Agreement, and Finan-
cing Statements given covering such personal property.

IT IS 'I"HEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT the
plaintiff, United States of America, have and recover from the defen-
dants, Cecil L. Baines and Joyce J. Baines; individually and as co-
partners, dba Nu-Breed, a judgment in the sum of $4,865.00, interest
accrued thereon in the sum of $188.92, through November 7,;1973, and
interest accruing thereafter at the rate of $.8108 per day;

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT upon the
failure of the defendants, Cecil L. Baines and Joyce J. Baines,
individually and as co-partners, dba Nu-Breed, to satisfy the judg-
ment of plaintiff, an Order of Sale shall issue to the United States
Marshal for the Northern District of Oklahoma, commanding him to levy
upon, advertise and sell accordihg to law, with appraisement, the
chattels hereinabove described and as listed in the Security Agreement,
Supplemental Security Agreement, and Financing Statements hereinabove
referred to, and to apply the proceeds of such sale of personal prop-
erty as follows:

1. In payment of the costs of the sale and of the cost of
this action.

2. In payment to plaintiff of the sum of $4,865.00, with
interest accrued thereon in the sum of $188.92, through November 7,
1973, and interest accruing thereafter at the rate of $.8108 per day.

3. The residue, if any, to be paid to the Clerk of this
Court to await further order of the Court.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT the here-

inabove described chattels and as listed in the Security Agreement,
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LY

Supplemental Security Agreement, and Financing Statements hereinabove
referred to, be sold, with appraisement, and after such sale by vir-
tue of this judgment and decree, the defendants, and each of them,
and all persons claiming under them since the filing of the Complaint
herein, be and they are forever barred and foreclosed of and from any
and every lien upon, right, title, interest, estate or equity of, in

or to the personal property hereinabove referred to.

—
wﬂV%&XZ%W.kﬁéymwﬂ
United States Pistrict Judge

APPROVED:

1

ROBERT P. SANTEE
Assistant United States Attorney




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

WILLIAMS BROTHERS COMPANY, )
Plaintiff, ; '
vs. ; ~ Civil No. 71-C-220 V///
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, g FIlL
Defendant. ; MAR;;Q

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

The Court has for consideration the Stipulation
of Dismissal signed by all parties to this litigation, and

being fully advised in the premises, finds:

That said cause of action and complaint should be

dismissed with prejudice, each party to bear its own costs.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that the cause of action and

complaint be and the same is hereby dismissed.

5 Np ; 0
ENTERED this 22 day of ﬂX&ﬁ%&me , 1974.

=
1974

s

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

D

(

Jack C. Silver, Cic3 |
&&DSR&T&@M
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE i:‘

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA ﬁ éw T“
!v?,q!ﬁ/dg 97 m
{l /el
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, m% .Q”
\U S Z}! ‘} 5/‘9“ 6/6/?’
Plaintiff, T/CTQ@{;,?L
R

CIVIL ACTION NO. 74-C-25
vs.

JIMMY D. CARNER, et al.,

Defendants.

B o )

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this 5Zl$f day
of March, 1974, the plaintiff appearing by Robert P. Santee, Assistant
United States Attorney; the defendants, County Treasurer and Board of
County Commissioners, Tulsa County, Oklahoma, appearing by their
attorney, Gary J. Summerfield, Assistant District Attorney of District
14, Tulsa’County, Oklahoma, and the defendants, Jimmy D. Carner and
Anita Carner, appearing not.

The-Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that summons and complaint were served on the
defendants, County Treasurer and Board of County Commissioners, Tulsa
County, Oklahoma, on January 16, 1974, and on the defendants, Jimmy D.
Carner and Anita Carner, on January 17, 1974, as appears from the
Marshal's Returns of Service herein, and

It appearing that defendants, Jimmy D. Carner and Anita
Carner, have failed to answer herein and that default has been
entered by the Clerk of this Court.

The Court further finds that this is a suit based upon
a mortgage note and foreclosure on a real property mortgage securing
said mortgage note and that the following described real property
is located in Tulsa County, Oklahoma, within the Northern Judicial
District of Oklahoma:

Lot One (1) in Block Eight (8), NORTHGATE THIRD

ADDITION to the City of Tulsa, Tulsa County,
Oklahoma, according to the recorded plat thereof.



THAT the defendants, Jimmy D. Carner and Anita Carner,

did, on the 19th day of October, 1970, execute and deliver to
Diversified Mortgage & Investment Company their mortgage and mortgage
note in the sum of $16,700.00 with 8 1/2 percent interest per annum,
and further providing for the payment of monthly installments of
principal and interest.

THAT by Assignment of Mortgage of Real Estate dated November
2, 1970, Diversified Mortgage and Investment Company assigned said
Note and Mortgage to Federal National Mortgage Association, and that
by Assignment dated January 24, 1973, Federal National Mortgage
Association assigned said Note and Mortgage to the Secretary of
Housing and Urban Development, Washington, D. C.

The Court further finds that the defendants, Jimmy D. Carner
and Anita Carner, made default under the terms of the aforesaid
mortgage note by reason of their failure to make monthly installments
due thereon for more than 12 months last past, which default has
continued and that by reason thereof the above-named defendants
are now indebted to the plaintiff in the sum of $16,447.96 as unpaid
principal, with interest thereon at the rate of 8 1/2 percent interest
per annum from March 1, 1973, until paid, plus any additional sums
advanced or expended during this foreclosure action by plaintiff for
taxes, insurance, abstracting, and sums for the preservation of sub-
ject property, plus the cost of this action accrued and accruing.

The Court further finds that there is due and owing to
the County of Tulsa, State of Oklahoma, from the defendants, Jimmy

D. Carner and Anita Carner, the following taxes:

1971 Personal Property Tax Item #070450 $ 18.00
1972 Personal Property Tax Item #073475 30.94
1973 Real Estate Tax Item #R596665 266.91

Total ’ $315.85

and that Tulsa County, Oklahoma, should have judgment for the amount
of $266.91 for 1973 real estate tax now owing, plus interest accord-
ing to law, and that such judgment is superior to the first mortgage

s

lien of this plaintiff.



The Court further finds that the County of Tulsa, Oklahoma,
should have judgment against the defendants, Jimmy D. Carner and
Anita Carner, for the sum of $48.94 for 1971 and 1972 personal
property taxes but that such judgment is subject to and inferior
to the first mortgage lien of the plaintiff herein.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
plaintiff have and recover judgment against defendants, Jimmy D.

Carner and Anita Carner, in personam, for the sum of $16,447.96

with interest thereon at the rate of 8 1/2 percent interest per
annum from March 1, 1973, plus any additional sums advanced or expended
during this foreclosure action by plaintiff for taxes, insurance,
abstracting, or sums for the preservation of the subject property,
plus the cost of this action accrued and accruing.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT Tulsa
County, Oklahoma, have and recover judgment against the defendants,

Jimmy D. Carner and Anita Carner, in personam, for 1973 real estate

taxes in the amount of $266.85, plus intérest according to law, and
that such judgment be and is superior to the first mortgage lien of
the plaintiff herein.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT Tulsa
County, Oklahoma, have and recover Jjudgment against the defendants,
Jimmy D. Carner and Anita Carner, for 1971 and 1972 personal property

in the amount of $48.94,

taxes/but that such judgment is subject to and inferior to the first
mortgage lien of the plaintiff herein.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that upon
the failure of said defendants to satisfy plaintiff's money judgment
herein, an Order of Sale shall be issued to the United States Marshal
for the Northern District of Oklahoma, commanding him to advertise
and sell with appraisement the real property and apply the proceeds
thereof in satisfaction of plaintiff's judgment, which sale shall be
subjec£ to the 1973 real estate taxes in the amount of $266.85, plus
interest according to law. The residue, if any, to be deposited

‘with the Clerk of the Court to await further order of the Court.



IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that from
and after the sale of said property, under and by virtue of this
judgment and decree, all of the defendants and each of them
and all persons claiming under them since the filing of the
complaint herein be and they are forever barred and foreclosed
of any right, title, interest or claim in or to the real property

or any part thereof.

N/
NS // &4§ PN /igﬁmfgx}w«»w&wwv&www/
United States District Judge

APPROVED.

ROBERT P. SANTEE ‘
Assistant United & $Orney

—
Attorney
County, Okla. ,"



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

LUTHER HILL, JR.,
| Petitioner, A
v. NO. 74-C-129 = J L E_'

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

T Nl N P St Nl Nat? Nt Pt

Respondent.

ORDER

|

Thié is a proceeding brought by a federal prisoner
confined in the United States Penitentiary at Leavenworth,
Kansas, pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C.A. § 2255 in which he attacks
the validity of the sentence imposed October 22, 1971, in case
No. 70-CR-52, United States District Court for the Northern Dis-
trict of Oklahoma. Therein, after a trial by jury petitioner
was found guilty of violation of Title 26, U.S.C. § 4704(a),
-dispensing and distributing heroin as charged in Count 2 of the
Indictment. He was committed to the custody of the Attorney
General for a period of ten (10) years. The judgment and sentence

was affirmed on direct appeal, Hill v. United States, 469 F.2d

673 (CA10 1972).
He contends that his judgment of conviction and sentence
should be vacated for the following reasons:

1. "The charging indictment is fatally and constitutionally
defective for sustaining a judgment of conviction.”

2. "There is an issue of variance involved, as the
indictment charged dispencation and distribution of
heroin, and the evidence at trial showed purchase
and possession of heroin."

There is a complete absence of merit in the application.

The matters presented are not subject to collateral review. A

motion/pursuant to Section 2255 is not a substitute for appeal.

Carillo v. United States, 352 F.2d 202 (CAl0 1964). 1Its scope is

limited to matters which may be raised by collateral attack. United



‘States v. Kelly, 269 F.2d 448 (CAl0 1959). It is the general

rule that the sufficiency of an indictment cannot be challenged

in a collateral proceeding. Barnes v. Hunter, 188 F.2d 86

(CA10 1951). See also Payton v. United States, 436 F.2d 575

(CA10 1970). Likewise variance between allegations of an indict-
ment and proof is a matter of error reviewable on direct appeal
only and may not be raised in a subsequent motion to vacate sen-

tence under Section 2255. Bram v. United States, 302 F.2d 58

(CA8 1962).

The petitioner argues that the indictment is deﬁicient
because it did not allege the acts were done "unlawfully": Since
the statute describing the offense, 26 U.S.C.A. § 4704(a); does
not use that word as an essential element of the offense it was not

necessary to include it in the allegations of the indictment.

Hickman v. United States, 170 F.2d 353 (CA5 1948). Petitioner

suggests it was necessary because the statute provides exceptions
which may have rendered his acts lawful. However, it is well estab-
lished that an indictment need not negative statutory exceptions.

McKelvey v. United States, 260 U.S. 353, 43 8.Ct. 132, 67 L.Ed4. 30

(1922). 1If petitioner believed that he came within any exception

it was incumbent upon him to say so. Tritt v. United States, 421

F. 2d 928 (CAl0 1967). In this collateral proceeding we certainly
cannot say that the indictment fails under any reasonable construc-
tion to charge the offense for which sentence was imposed. Byers v.

United States, 175 F.2d 654 (CAl0 1949). See also Marteney V.

United States, 216 F.2d 760 (CAl0 1954). Nor can we say that this

indictment attempts to charge a non-existent federal offense nor
that it affirmatively appears on its face that no federal offense
was committed, as would be necessary to entitle the petitioner to

relief herein. Barnes v. Hunter, supra. See also Kreuter v. United

States, 201 F. 2d 33 (CAl0 1952) and Smith v. United States, 205

F.2d 768 (CAl0 1953). "Given a practical common sense construction”
the indictment here meets the test of sufficiency on a Section 2255

Motion as it "can reasonably be said to inform the defendant of the

P I



charge against him, so that he can prepare his defense thereto
and plead the judgment as a bar to further proceedings against

him for the same offense." Martin v. United States, 285 F.2d

151 (CAl0 1962). We conclude, as did the court in Charley v.

United States, 303 F.2d 512, 513 (CAl0 1962):
"And, where, as here, the trial court has jurisdiction
of the offense and the accused, and the indictment
apparently attempts to charge that offense, the
sufficiency of the indictment is not subject to
collateral attack by a motion under Section 2255."
There was, in fact, no variance as claimed by the petitioner. He
assumes that proof of purchase and possession excludes any finding
of dispensing and distributing. Obviously, however, acquisition
by purchase or otherwise and possession are necessary prerequisites
to dispensing and distributing. The evidence is uncontroverted
that petitioner did distribute heroin to Agent Brown. The only
issue at trial was whethe: he was entrapped. The proof may have
exceeded the requirements of the indictment, but it was in no way
inconsistent with or contrary to the allegations of the pleading.
Further, if varianée did appear the petitioner would have to
establish prejudice by demonstrating surprise by the evidence

offered at the trial or that he would not be protected against

another prosecution for the same offense. See Berger v. United

States, 295 U.S. 78 (1935). This he cannot do.

There are no factual issues raised by petitioner's
application for relief. The files and records in Case No. 70-CR-52
examined by the court conclusively show that the petitioner is not
entitled to relief. Therefore, there is no necessity for this

court to hold an evidentiary hearing. Semet v. United States, 369

F.2d 90 (CAl0 1966).

Since the application to proceed in forma pauperis is
supported by papers satisfying the requirements of 28 U.S.C.A.
§ 1915(a) leave to proceed in forma pauperis is granted and the

clerk is directed to file the case. The action will then be



~dismissed.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated this 2 1~ day of March, 1974.

FRED DAUGHERTY 7 7
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

.



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

vSs. CIVIL ACTION NO. 73-C-218

FluLeg

EDGAR E. REECE, et al.,

Defendants.

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE U”&éwggﬁ@Tﬁﬂﬁ@?

e 6'/

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this o

day of ) adpl. 1974, the plaintiff appearing by Robert
P. Santee, Assistant United States Attorney; the defendant,
Dial Finance Company of Tulsa No. 1, Inc., appearing by its
attorney, Irvine E. Ungerman; the defendant, Harvey F. Allen,
Attorney at Law, appearing pro se; the defendants, County
Treasurer, Tulsa County, and Board of County Commissioners,
Tulsa County, appearing by Gary J. Summerfield, Assistant
District Attorney; and the defendants, Edgar E. Reece, Rubye
Mae Reece, and Robert J. Stubblefield appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined
the file herein finds that Edgar E. Reece and Rubye Mae Reece
were served by publication, as appears from the Proof of Publi-
cation filed herein; that Dial Finance Company of Tulsa No. 1,
Inc., was served with Summons, Complaint, and Amendment to Com-
plaint on July 24, 1973, and October 5, 1973, respectively; that
Harvey F. Allen was served with Summons, Complaint, and Amend-
ment to Complaint on July 24, 1973, and October 4, 1973,
respectively; that Robert J. Stubblefield was served with
Summons, Complaint, and Amendment to Complaint on October 15,
1973; and that County Treasurer, Tulsa County, and Board of
County Commissioners, Tulsa County, were served with Summons,
Complaint, and Amendment to Complaint on October 4, 1973.

It appearing that Dial Finance Company of»Tulsa No. 1,
Inc., has duly filed its Disclaimer on October 12, 1973; that

Harvey F. Allen has duly filed his Disclaimer on July 26, 1973;



that County Treasurer, Tulsa County, and Board of County
Commissioners, Tulsa County, have duly filed their Answers

on October 15, 1973; and that Edgar E. Reece, Rubye Mae Reece,
and Robert J. Stubblefield have failed to answer herein and
that default has been entered by the Clerk of this Court.

The Court further finds that this is a éuit based
upon a mortgage note and foreclosure on a real property mortgage
securing said mortgage note and that the following described
real property is located in Tulsa County, Oklahoma, within
the Northern Judicial District of Oklahoma:

Lot Twenty (20), Block Twenty-three (23),

Amended Plat of NORTHRIDGE SECOND ADDITION

to the City of Tulsa, Tulsa County, State

of Oklahoma, according to the recorded

plat thereof.

THAT the defendant, Edgar E. Reece, did, on the 29th
day of March, 1971, execute and deliver to the Administrator
of Veterans Affairs, his mortgage and mortgage note in the
sum of $13,750.00 with 7 1/2 percent interest per annum, and
further pgbviding for the payment of monthly installments
of principal and interest.

The Court further finds that the defendant, Edgar E.
Reece, made default under the terms of the aforesaid mortgage
note by reason of his failure to make monthly installments
due thereon for more than 12 months last past, which default
has continued and that by reason thereof the above-named
defendant is now indebted to the plaintiff in the sum of
$13,783.10 as unpaid principal, with interest thereon at the
rate of 7 1/2 percent interest per annum from July 1, 1972,
until paid, plus the cost of this action accrued and accruing.

The Court further finds that there is due and owing
to the County of Tulsa, State of Oklahoma, from Edgar E. Reece,
the sum of $13.29 for personal property taxes for the year 1972
and that Tulsa County should have judgment, in rem, for said
amount, but that such judgment is subject to and inferior

to the first mortgage lien of the plaintiff herein.
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IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the plaintiff have aﬁd recover judgment against defendant,
Edgar E. Reece, in rem, for the sum of $13,783.10 with interest
thereon at the rate of 7 1/2 percent per annum from July 1, 1972,
plus the cost of this action accrued and accruing, plus any
additional sums advanced or to be advanced or expénded during
this foreclosure action by plaintiff for taxes, insurance,
abstracting, or sums for the preservation of the subject property.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the County of Tulsa have and recover judgment, in rem, against
the defendant, Edgar E. Reece, for the sum of $13.29 as of
the date of this judgment plus interest thereafter according
to law, but that such judgment is subject to and inferior
to the first mortgage lien of the plaintiff herein.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the plaintiff have and recover judgment, in rem, against the
defendants, Rubye Mae Reece and Robert J. Stubblefield.

 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
upon the failure of said defendant to satisfy plaintiff's
money judgment herein, an Order of Sale shall be issued to
the United States Marshal for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
commanding him to advertise and sell with appraisement the
real property and apply the proceeds thereof in satisfaction
of plaintiff's judgment. The residue, if any, to be deposited
with the Clerk of the Court to await further order of the
Court.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
from and after the sale of said property, under and by virtue
of this judgment and decree, all of the defendants and each
of them and all persons claiming under them since the filing
of the complaint herein be and they are forever barred and
foreclosed of any right, title, interest or claim in or to

the real property or any part thereof.

‘ﬁ’ NP O~

&

United States District Judge




APPROVED.

ROBERT P. SANTEE
Assistant Unitedy States~Attorney x”y/
pay for Plaknt;ff, ‘ o /£ //

1ct Attorngy
fendants,
Tudsa County,

Commissioners,




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

Zestee Foods, Incorporated, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
vS. )
)
United States Fidelity and )
Guaranty Company, a corporation,)
)
Defendant ) No. 73-C-15
and )
Third Party Plaintiff, )
) .
Jerry Wilkes, ) %ﬂ%éﬁ?ggﬁﬁ
) | h
Third Party Defendant. ) ‘NMQﬁwuﬁﬁww;gwﬁg
U, S. DISTRICT gy
ORDER

This cause comes on to be considered on the Motion of
Plaintiff to Dismiss the action on the merits and the Court
having considered said motion and the records on file in this
cause, IT IS ORDERED that this cause be and the same is hereby

dismissed on the merits and with prejudice to a future action.

DATED this Z:S//'day of March, 1974.

%///Z’:/ 7 Wﬂ/z P

LUTHER BOHANON, United States
District Judge

APPROVED:

EDGAR FENTON .
Attorney for Defendant and
Third Party Plaintiff

ROBERT J. TPRNER
Attorney for Third Party
Defendant
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of America,

)

)

Plaintiff, )

) CIVIL ACTION NO. 73~C=292

vs. )

) Tract No. 311ME

9.00 Acres of Land, More or )

Less, Situate in Rogers ) (All interest)

County, State of Oklahoma, )

and Bucky Willis, et al., )

and Unknown Owners, )
)
)

Defendants.

JUDGMENT

1.

NOW, on this = day of March, 1974, this matter
comes on for disposition on application of the Plaintiff, United
States of America, for entry of judgment fixing just compensation
in this matter. After having examined the files in this action
and being advised by counsel, the Court finds:

2.

This judgment applies to the entire estate condemned
in Tract No, 311ME, as such estate and tract are described in the
Complaint filed in this action.

3.

The Court has jurisdiction of the parties and the

subject matter of this action,
4.

Service of Process has been perfected either personally
or by publication notice, as provided by Rule 71A of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, on all parties defendant in this cause
who are interested in subject property.

5.

The Acts of Congress set out in paragraph 2 of the
Complaint filed herein give the United States of America the
right, power and authority to condemn for public use the property
described above in paragraph 2. Pursuant thereto, on September 4,

1973, the United States of America filed its Declaration of



Taking of such property, and title thereto should be vested in
the United States of America, as of the date of filing such
instrument,

6.

Simultaneously with filing the Declaration of Taking,
there was deposited in the Registry of this Court as estimated
compensation for the estate taken in the subject tract a certain
sum of money, and none of this deposit has been disbursed, as
set out below in paragraph 13.

7.

A prewtrial hearing in this case was set by the Court
for December 13, 1973, Due notice of such hearing was given to
all of the parties. The Plaintiff, United States of America,
appeared at such h.aring by Hubert A, Marlow, Assistant United
States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma. The
owners of the subject property did not appear either in person
or by counsel,

8.

At the said pre-trial conference the Plaintiff advised
the Court that in the event of a trial its evidence as to compen-
sation would be presented by testimony of Gordon Romine, and
would be in the amount of $45.00. Subsequent to the said pre-
trial conference, the owners of subject property advised the
Court that in the event of trial their evidence as to compensa-
tion would be presented by their own testimony, and would be in
the amount of $5,000.00, Neither party has requested a trial.
Based upon the statements of the parties, the Court concludes
that a trial is not necessary or advisable and that the sum of
$200.00 should be adopted as the award of just compensation for
the subject property.

2.

This judgment will create a deficiency between the
amount deposited as estimated just compensation for the estate
taken in subject tract and the amount fixed by the Court as just

compensation, and a sum of money sufficient to cover such

""2""



deficiency should be deposited by the Government. This deficiency
is set out below in paragraph 13.
10.

The defendants named in paragraph 13 as the owners of
the estate taken in the subject tract are the only defendants
asserting any interest in such property. All other defendants
having either disclaimed or defaulted, the named defendants are
the owners of such property, as of the date of taking and, as
such, are entitled to receive the just compensation awarded by
this judgment,

11,

It Is, Therefore, ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that
the United States of America has the right, power and authority
to condemn for publ.c use the subject tract, as it is described
in the Complaint filed herein, and such property, to the extent
of the estate described in such Complaint, is condemned, and
title thereto is vested in the United States of America, as of
September 4, 1973, and all defendants herein and all other
persons are forever barred from asserting any claim to such
property.

12,

It Is Furthexr ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that on
the date of taking in this case, the owners of the estate taken
herein in subject tract were the defendants whose names appear
below in paragraph 13 and the right to receive the just compen-
sation awarded by this judgment is vested in the parties so
named.

13.

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the
sum of $200.00 hereby is adopted as the award of just compensa-
tion for the estate taken in subject tract, as shown by thé

following schedule:



@ ®

TRACT NO. 31lHE

OWNERS: Bucky Willis and Andrea Louise Willis

Award of just compensation pur-
suant to Court's findings =ew=ew-- $200,00 $200.00

Deposited as estimated compensation ==—-=~ 45,00

Balance due t0O OWNErs ===cmmmoemmmw o o e e o e m——-— $200,00

T O————

Deposit deficiency ====ee- o e oo o e $155.00

14,

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the
United States of Amzrica shall pay inte the Registry of this
Court for the benefit of the owners the deposit deficiency shown
in paragraph 13 above, in the total amount of $155.00, and such
sum shall be placed in the deposit for the subject tract in this
civil action.

Upon receipt of such deficiency deposit the Clerk of
this Court shall disburse the deposit for the subject tract
as follows:

To - Bucky Willis and Andrea Louise
Willis, jointly, the sum Of =w=w=- —wm- $200,00.

/s/ Allen E. Barrow

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

/s/ Hubert A, Marlow

HUBERT A. MARLOW
Assistant United States Attorney



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
| FI1LED

PETER J. BRENNAN, Secretary of Labor, ) MARle]S?
United States Department of Labor, 4

Jack C. Silver, Clor:
U. S. DISTRICT COURT

Civil Action

Plaintiff
Vo

STEMMONS, INC., doing business as No. 73-C-298

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
THRIFTY RENT-A-CAR )
)
)

Defendant

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

This cause came on for consideration upon the
stipulation of the parties and it appearing that the
defendant has promised plaintiff and this Court that it
will comply with the applicable provisions of the Age
Discrimination in Employment Act of 1967 (29 U.S.C. 621
et seq.), and the Court being otherwise fully advised in
the premises, it 15'; (M@,M d%/émféfﬂ’)ﬁf

ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that thl%/actlo?/be,

and the same hereby is, dismissed at defendant's costs.

pated this & ] day of 7726?/20.(’:_) , 1974.

United States District Judge

Approved as to form and substance:

Ly Ak 41

ttorney for Plaintiff

STEMMONS, INC.
Defendant

By: . 7 / SO
/'/R\/- o A% '}«/(/k»u‘ygl‘} A d“cﬁ:"b"/f‘

W. F. STEMMONS, PRESIDENT




IN THE UNITED $T&TF8 DISTRICT COURT FOR THE @? 5 ﬁm
NORTHYR& DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA ﬁ}‘

YAR 2.0 17,

Jack ¢ g ’
. ,V iwmfg«@
&&WWWxﬁﬁw

UNITED $TA?E5 OF AMEBRICA and
ANNBTTE BOWIE, an officer

)

)

of the Interﬂal Ravenue sexvice, %
vetitioners, ;

VE.. ) Civil No. 74~-C~86
)

‘TKEOBGRE W. I}ARBENNE, ~ 3
)

Raspond@nt.

ORDER QXQGH&EQXﬁQ RESPONDENT
_AND ﬁlﬁﬂlﬁﬁhﬁ

on this A O day of March 1974, petitioners'
:Mﬁtian'wm Diwmhaxg& R&spon&ent And For Dismiaﬁal'aama for
hearing and the court finds that R@ﬁp@nﬂemt hag now aamplia&
with the Internal Revenue service Summons served agoﬁ him |
saptsmbax 9, 1973, that furthar proceedings herein aré unnecessary
and that the respondent, TﬁEODOR@ Wa DARﬂEWNE, should b@ dis~
charged and this action dismissed upon payment of $47.12 costs
hy Respondent. 1 |

’ IT I8 THER@FQ&E ORQERED, ADJUDGED, AND bEC&EEﬁ BY
THE COURT that the R@&p@nﬁ&nﬁ, @EEGBORB W. DARDENNE be and he
is hereby discharged from any fuxhb&r pxocaeding&~h&rain and this
,aatian‘is’h@r@by ﬂi&m&sﬁeﬁ uyon paym&nﬁ of £47.12 coat% by said
- Respondent. +

1“ ) e
(M fi‘ & “"?? ﬂ@‘)@(é“eﬂ%’h’g%’aé"f (2
. / 7

| :
UNITED STATES BISTRICT JUDGE
APPROVED:

/s/ Jack M. Short
FACK M. 8HORT
Assistant Unit&d gtates Attorney
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE ' dﬂg
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA Jack C. Sitver ¢
¥

U.S. DISTRICT ¢oypy

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

vS. CIVIL ACTION NO. 73-C-220

JOHNNY R. McCURLEY a/k/a
JOHNNY RAY McCURLEY, et al.,

N e Nl e e ot i S

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this 4{24
day of :azzzﬂzé{ + 1974, the plaintiff appearing by Robert P.
Santee, Assistant United States Attorney, the defendant, Donna J.
McCurley a/k/a Donna Jean McCurley, appearing by her attorney,
Bruce W. Robinett, and the defendants, Johnny R. McCurley a/k/a
Johnny Ray McCurley, Allan E. Bryan, Carolyn S. Brvan, Beneficial
Finance Company, and Interstate Securities Company, appearing
‘not.

“fﬁe Court being fully advised and having examined
the file herein finds that Johnny R. McCurley was served with
Summons, Complaint, and Amendment to Complaint on December 11,
1973, and September 20, 1973, respectively; that Donna J. McCurley
was served with Summons, Complaint, and Amendment to Complaint
on December 3, 1973, and August 17, 1973, respectively; that
Allan E. Bryan and Carolyn S. Bryan were served with Summons,
Complaint, and Amendment to Complaint on July 25, 1973, and
- August 30, 1973, respectively; that Beneficial Finance Company
was served with Summons, Complaint, and Amendment to Complaint
on August 14, 1973, and that Interstate Seéurities Company was
served with Summons, Complaint, and Amendment to Complaint on
August 20, 1973, all as appears from the Marshal's Return of
Service herein.

It appearing that Donna J. McCurley has duly filed
her Answer herein on September 10, 1973, and that Johnny R.

McCurley, Allan E. Bryan, Carolyn S. Bryan, Beneficial Finance



Company, and Interstate Securities Company have failed to
answer herein and that default has been entered by this Court.

The Court further finds that this is a suit based
upon a mortgage note and foreclosure on a real property mortgage
securing said mortgage note and that the following described
real property is located in Washington County, Oklahoma, within
the Northern Judicial District of Oklahoma:

Lot One (1), Block One (1), LEONA HEIGHTS

ADDITION to Dewey, Washington County, State

of Oklahoma, according to the recorded plat

thereof.

THAT the defendants, Johnny R.'McCurley and Donna J.
McCurley, did, on the 31st day of May, 1967, execute and deliver
to Administrator of Veterans Affairs, their mortgage and mortgage
note in the sum of $8,500.00 with 6 percent interest per annum,
and further providing for the payment of monthly installments
of principal and interest.

The Court further finds that the defendants, Allan E.
Bryan and Carolyn S. Bryan, were the grantees in a deed from
Johnny R. McCurley and Donna J. McCurley, dated November 1, 1971,
and filed November 8, 1971, in Book 583, Page 486, records
of Washington County, wherein Allan E. Bryan and Carolyn S.
Bryan assumed and agreed to pay the mortgage indebtedness
being sued upon herein.

The Court further finds that the defendants, Johnny R.
McCurley, Donna J. McCurley, Allan E. Bryan, and Carolyn S. Bryan,
made default under the terms of the aforesaid mortgage note
by reason of their failure to make monthly installments due
thereon for more than 12 monfhs last past, which default has
continued and that by reason thereof the above-named defendants
are now indebted to the plaintiff in the sum of $8,113.80 as
unpaid principal, with interest thereon at the rate of 6 percent
interest per annum from July 1, 1972, until paid, plus’the
cost of this action accrued and accruing.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the plaintiff have and recover judgment against defendants,
Allan E. Bryan and Carolyn S. Bryan, in personam, for the

2



sum of $8,113.80 with interest thereon at the rate of 6 percent
interest per annum from July 1, 1972, plus the cost of this
action accrued and accruing, plus any additional sums advanced
or to be advanced or expended during this foreclosure action

by plaintiff for taxes, insurance, abstracting, or sums for

the preservation of the subject property.

IT iS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the plaintiff have and reéover Judgment, in rem, against the
defendants, Johnny R. McCurley a/k/a Johnny Ray McCurley,

Donna J. McCurley a/k/a Donna Jean McCurley, Beneficial Finance
Company, and Interstate Securities Company.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
upon the failure of said defendants to satisfy plaintiff's
money judgment herein, an Order of Sale shall be issued to
the United States Marshal for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
commanding him to advertise and sell with appraisement the
real property and apply the proceeds thereof in satisfaction
of plaiﬁflff's judgment. The residue, if any, to be deposited
with the Clerk of the Court to await further order of the
Court.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
from and after the sale of said property, under and by virtue
of this judgment and decree, all of the defendants and each
of them and all persons claiming under them since the filing
of the complaint herein be and they are forever barred and
foreclosed of any right, title, interest or claim in or to

the real property or any part thereof.

& Lo

United States District Judge




APPROVED,

P

ROBERT P. SANTEE

Assistant United States Attorney

Attorney for Plaintiff, '
United States of America

BRUCE W. ROBI
Attorney for Defendant,

Donna J. McCurley
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MAR 7 4 1974
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR TR o o
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA - Sliver, Clark

' S DISTRICIMCOURT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

vs. CIVIL ACTION NO. 73-C-355

RICHARD C. McDONALD, et al.,

Defendants.

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

2h

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this /8
day of March, 1974, the plaintiff appearing by Robert P. Santee,
Assistant United States Attorney, the defendant, Jon D. Doﬁthitt,
Attorney at Law, appearing pro se, and the defendants, Richard C.
McDonald, Margaret A. McDonald, Richard L. Heiligman, Roy McClain
d/b/a McClain Standard Station, W. C. Roof, if living, or if not,
his unknown heirs, assigns, executors, and administrators, Rogers
County Bank of Claremore, County Treasurer, Rogers County, and
Board of County Commissioners, Rogers County, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined
the file herein finds that Richard C. McDonald, Margaret A.
McDonald, and W. C. Roof, if living, or if not, his unknown
heirs, assigns, executors, and administrators, were served by
publication, as appears from the Proof of Publication filed
herein; that Richard L. Heiligman, Roy McClain, Rogers County
Bank of Claremore, Jon D. Douthitt, County Treasurer, Rogers
County, and Board of County Commissioners, Rogers County, were
served with Summons and Complaint on November 7, 1973, all as
appears from the Marshal's Return of Service herein.

It appearing that Jon D. Douthitt has duly filed his
Disclaimer herein on November 9, 1973; that Richard C. McDonald,
Margaret A. McDonald, Richard L. Heiligman, Roy McClain, W. C.
Roof, if living, or if not, his unknown heirs, assigns, executors,
and administrators, Rogers County Bank of Claremore, County
Treasurer, Rogers County, and Board of County Commissioners,

Rogers County, have failed to answer herein and that default



has been entered by the Clerk of this Court.

The Court further finds that this is a suit based
upon a mortgage note and foreclosure on a real property mortgage
securing said mortgage note and that the following described
real property is located in Rogexs County, Oklahoma, within
the Northern Judicial District of Oklahoma:

Lot Ten (10), Block Three (3), MEADOW VIEW

ADDITION to the City of Claremore, County

of Rogers, State of Oklahoma, according to

the recorded plat thereof. :

THAT the defendants, Richard C. McDonald and Margaret A.
McDonald, did, on the 22nd day of May, 1970, execute and deliver
to the Mercury Mortgage Co., Inc., their mortgage and mortgage
note in the sum of $17,950.00 with 8 1/2 percent interest
per annum, and further providing for the payment of monthly
installments of principal and interest.

THAT by Assignment of Mortgage of Real Estate dated
May 27, 1970, the Mercury Mortgage Co., Inc., assigned said note
and mortgage to the First Federal Savings and Loan Association
of Gary; and that by Assignment of Mortgage of Real Estate filed
September 8, 1972, the First Federal Savings and Loan Association
of Gary assigned said note and mortgage to the Secretary of
Housing and Urban Development, Washington, D.C.

The Court further finds that the defendants, Richard C.
McDonald and Margaret A. McDonald, made default under the
terms of the aforesaid mortgage note by reason of their failure
to make monthly installments due therebn for more than 12 m@nthé‘
last past, which default has continued and that by reason
thereof the above-named defendants are now indebted to the
plaintiff in the sum of $17,704.24 as unpaid principal, with
interest thereon at the rate of 8 1/2 percent interest per
annum from March 1, 1972, until paid, plus the cost of this
action accrued and accruing.

The Court further finds that there is due and owing
to the County of Rogers, State of Oklahoma, from Richafd C.
McDonald and Margaret A. McDonald, the sum of $537.29 for
ad valorem taxes for the years 1972 and 1973 and that Rogers

2



County should have judgment, in rem, for said amount.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the plaintiff have and recover judgment against defendants,
Richard C. McDonald and Margaret A. McDonald, in rem, for
the sum of $17,704.24 with interest thereon at the rate of
8 1/2 percent per annum from March 1, 1972, plus the cost
of this action accrued and accruing, plus any additional sums
advanced or to be advanced or expended during this foreclosure
action by plaintiff for taxes, insurance, abstracting, or
sums for the preservation of the subject property.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the County of Rogers have and recover judgment, in rem, against
the defendants, Richard C. McDonald and Margaret A. McDonald,
for the sum of $537.29 as of the date of this judgment plus
interest thereafter according to law, and that such judgment
is superior to the first mortgage lien of the plaintiff herein.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the plaintiff have and recover judgment, in rem, against the
defendants, Richard L. Heiligman, Roy McClain d/b/a McClain
Standard Station, W. C. Roof, if living, or if not, his unknown
heirs, assigns, executors, and administrators, and Rogers
County Bank of Claremore.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
upon the failure of said defendants to satisfy plaintiff's
money judgment herein, an Order of Sale shall be issued to
the United States Marshal for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
commanding him to advertise and sell with appraisement the
real property and apply the proceeds thereof in satisfaction
of plaintiff's judgment, which sale shall be subject to the tax
judgment of Rogers County, supra. The residue, if any, to
be deposited with the Clerk of the Court to await further
order of the Court. .

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
from and after the sale of said property, under and by virtue
of this judgment and decree, all of the defendants and each
of them and all persons claiming under them since the filing
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of the complaint herein be and they are forever barred and
foreclosed of any right, title, interest or claim in or to

the real property or any part thereof.

Yoies Trttnsesn

United States District Judge

APPROVED.

ROBERT P. SANTEE
Assistant United States Attorney



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR eS, DISTRICT GOl
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

vs. CIVIL ACTION NO. 73-C-290

VIRGINIA SUE McCULLOUGH a/k/a
VIRGINIA THOMAS a/k/a VIRGINIA
WASHINGTON, et al.,

R i N N P NS

Defendants.

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this ﬁiﬁé
day of February, 1974, the plaintiff appearing by Robert P.
Santee, Assistant United States Attorney, the defendant,'Planned‘
Credit, Inc., appearing by its attorney, Wayne B. Snow, the
defendant, Oklahoma @mployment Security Commission, appearing
by its attorney, Milton R. Elliott, the defendant, Firestone
vTire & Rubber Company, appearing by its attorney, David L. Noss,
the defendants, Board of County Commissioners, Tulsa County, and
County Treasurer, Tulsa County, appearing by Gary J. Summerfield,
Assistant Distfict Attorney, the defendant, Oklahoma Morris Plan
Company, appearing by its attorney, D. Wm. Jacobus, Jr., the
defendant, Frougs, appearing by its attorney, Don E. Gasaway, and
the defendants, Virginia Sue McCullough a/k/a Virginia Thomas
a/k/a Virginia Washington, Marvin James McCullough, Vernon Thomas,
James H. Locklar, Margaret L. Locklar, Orville Kretzmeir, Fred
Slusher d/b/a Fred Slusher Glass Works, Tulsa Task Force Federal
Credit Union, Tom W. Crowley, Doyle T. Mitchel, Ace Electric
Company, Inc., Northside Children's Nursery, and Joe Meyer d/b/a
Joe Meyer Fixture Company, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined
the file herein finds that Marvin James McCullough, Vernon Thomas,
James H. Locklar, Margaret L. Locklar, Tom W. Crowley, and Doyle T.
Mitchel were served by publication, as appears from the Proof of
Publication filed herein on February 19, 1974; that Virginia Sue

McCullough a/k/a Virginia Thomas a/k/a Virginia Washington was



served with Summons, Complaint, and Amendment to Complaint on
September 11, 1973, and October 5, 1973, respectively; that
Planned Credit, Inc., was served with Summons, Complaint, and
Amendment to Complaint on September 5, 1973, and October 24, 1973,
respectively; that Orville Kretzmeir was served with Summons,
Complaint, and Amendment to Complaint on September 6, 1973, and
October 15, 1973, respectively; that Firestone Tire & Rubber
Company was served with Summons, Complaint, and Amendment to
Complaint on September 4, 1973, and October 4, 1973, respectively;
that Fred Slusher d/b/a Fred Slusher Glass Works was served with
Suﬁmons, Complaint, and Amendment to Complaint on September 10,
1973, and October 9, 1973, respectively; that Tulsa Task Force
Federal Credit Union and Northside Children's Nursery were served
with Summons, Complaint, and Amendment to Complaint on September 10,
1973, and Octobexr 5, 1973, respectively; that Ace Electric Company,
Inc., and Frougs were served with Summons, Complaint, and Amend-
ment to Caomplaint on September 11, 1973, and October 4, 1973, re-~
spectively; that Oklahoma Employment Security Commission was served
with Summons, Complaint, and Amendment to Complaint on September 4,
1973, and October 9, 1973, respectively; that Board of County
Commissioners, Tulsa County, and County Treasurer, Tulsa County,
were served with Summons, Complaint, and Amendment to Complaint
on September 6, 1973, and Octobexr 4, 1973, respectively; that
Oklahoma Morris Plan Company and Joe Meyer d/b/a Meyer Fixture
Company were served with Summons, Complaint, and Amendment to
Complaint'on October 5, 1973.

It appearing that Planned Credit, Inc., has duly
filed its Answer and Disclaimer herein on September 12, 1973;
that Oklahoma Employment Security Commission has duly filed its
Answer and Cross-Petition herein on September 12,vl973; that
Firestone Tire & Rubber Company has duly filed its Answef herein
on September 18, 1973; that Board of County Commissioners, Tulsa
County, and County Treasurer, Tulsa County, have duly filed their
Answer herein on September 12, 1973; that Oklahoma Morris Plan
Company has duly filed its Disclaimer herein on Octcober 9, 1973:
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that Frougs has duly filed its Disclaimer herein on September 21,
1973; and that Virginia Sue McCullough a/k/a Virginia Thomas a/k/a
Virginia Washington, Marvin James McCullough, Vernon Thomas,
James H. Locklar, Margaret L. Locklar, Orville Kretzmeir, Fred
Slusher d/b/a Fred Slusher Glass Works, Tulsa Task Force Federal
Credit Union, Tom W. Crowley, Doyle T. Mitchel, Ace Electric
Company, Inc., Northside Children's Nursery, and Joe Meyer d/b/a
Joe Meyer Fixture Company have failed to answer herein and that
default has been entered by the Clerk of this Court.

The Court further finds that this is a suit based
upon a mortgage note and foreclosure on a real property mortgage
securing said mortgage note and that the following described
real property is located in Tulsa County, Oklahoma, within the
Northern Judicial District of Oklahoma:

Lot Fourteen (14), Block Eight (8), SUBURBAN

ACRES, 2nd Addition to the City of Tulsa,

Tulsa County, Oklahoma, according to the

recorded plat thereof.

- THAT the defendant, Virginia Sue McCullough a/k/a
Virginia Thomas a/k/a Virginia Washington, did, on the 7th day
of November, 1967, execute and deliver +to the Administrator

of Veterans Affairs, her mortgage and mortgage note in the sum

0O
=h

$8,500.00 with 6 percent interest per annum, and further
providing for the payment of monthly installments of principal
and interest.

The Court further finds that the defendant, Virginia
Sue McCullough a/k/a Virginia Thomas a/k/a Virginia Washington,
made default under the terms of the aforesaid mortgage note
by reason of her failure to make monthly installments due thereon
for more than two months last past, which default has continued
and that by reason thereof the above-named defendant is now
indebted to the plaintiff in the sum of $8,108.06 as unpaid
principal, with interest thereon at the rate of § percent interest
per annum from December 1, 1973, until paid, plus the cost of
this action accrued and accruing.

The Court further finds that there is due and owing
to the County of Tulsa, State of Oklahoma, from Virginia Sue

3



McCullough a/k/a Virginia Thomas a/k/a Virginia Washington, the
sum of $77.95 for personal property taxes for the years 1970, 1971,
and 1972 and that Tulsa County should have judgment for said
amount, but that such judgment is subject to and inferior to
the first mortgage lien of the plaintiff herein.
| IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that

the plaintiff have and recover judgment against defendant, Virginia
Sue McCullough a/k/a Virginia Thomas a/k/a Virginia Washington,
in personam, for the sum of $8,108.06 with interest thereon
at the rate of 6 percent interest per annum from December 1, 1973,
plus the cost of this action accrued and accruing, plus any
additional sums advanced or to be advanced or expended during
this foreclosure action by plaintiff for taxes, insurance, abstract-
ing, or sums for the preservation of the subject property.

IT I8 FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the County of Tulsa have and recover judgment against the defendant,
Virginia Sue McCullough a/k/a Virginia Thomas a/k/a Virginia
Washington, for the sum of $77.95 as of the date of this judgment
plus interest thereafter according to law, but that such judgment
is subject to and inferior to the first mortgage lien of the
plaintiff herein. .

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the plaintiff have and recover judgment, in rem, against the
defendants, Marvin James McCullough, Vernon Thomas, James H.
Locklar, Margaret L. Locklar, Orville Kretzmeir, Firestone Tire &
Rubber Compény,>Fred Slusher d/b/a Fred Slusher Glass Works,kTulsa
Task Force Federal Credit Union, Tom W. Crowley, Doyle T. Mitchel,
Ace Electric Company, Inc., Northside Children's Nursery, Oklahoma
Employment Security Commission, and Joe Meyer d/b/a Joe Meyexr
Fixture Company.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
upon the failure of said defendants to satisfy plaintiff's money
judgment herein, an Order of Sale shall be issued to the United
States Marshal for the Northern District of Oklahoma, commanding
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(/ Tulsa County, and

| | . I

him to advertise and sell with appraisement the real property
and apply the proceeds thereof in satisfaction of plaintiff's
judgment. The residue, if any, to be deposited with the Clerk
of the Court to await further drder of the Court.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
from and after the sale of said property, under and by virtue
of this judgment and decree, all of the defendants and each
of them and all persons claiming under them since the filing
of the complaint herein be and they are forever barred and foreclosed
of any right, title, interest or claim in or to the real property

or any part thereof.

United States District Judge

APPROVED.

ROBERT P. SANTEE
Assistant United States Attorney
Attorney for Plaintiff,

nited States of America

"MILTON R. ELLIOTT
Attorney for Defendant,
Oklahoma Employment Security Commission

DAVID L / /’
Attorgé§}kor Defendant, ; V]

Firestgne Tiye & ﬁ;ﬁ?@”:éompany /// Ve
/,_{?: J ¥ & " g ) L//'/’ i

o

Attorney /Ebr Defendants,

=5ssistantfﬁ strict
éz County Commissioners, /

/Board

County Tfeasurer, N
Tulsa County P



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

ROBERT J. STANTON, Trustee of
Tulsa Crude 0il Purchasing
Company and its Consolidated
Subsidiaries,

Plaintiff,

vs. NO. 74-C-102
TIPPERARY LAND AND EXPLORA~
TION CORPORATION, A Texas
Corporation, MGF OIL
CORPORATION, a Delaware
corporation, BTA OIL PRODUCERS
a co-partnership, READ &
STEVENS, INC., a Delaware
corporation, STOLTZ, WAGNER
AND BROWN, a partnership
(formerly STOLTZ AND CO.,
INC.), WESTERN CRUDE OIL,
INC., a Delaware corporation,
and AMOCO PIPELINE COMPANY,

A Maine corporation,

FlLED
MAR 1 8 1974

Jack C. Silver, Clerk
U, S. DISTRICT COURT

B N 2 N il W N Ny

Defendants.

APPLICATION FOR ORDER ENLARGING TIME
WITHIN WHICH TO PLEAD OR ANSWER

The defendant, Western Crude 0il, Inc., moves for an exten-
sion of time of fifteen (15) days or until April 3, 1974, within
which to plead or answer to the Complaint. This defendant has not
been able to obtain the information necessary to prepare and file
its pleadings and answer within the time allotted. No previous
request for an extension of time has been made.

David L. Fist

ROSENSTEIN, FIST & RINGOLD
300 McFarlin Building
Tulsa, Oklahoma

Attorneys for Defendant,
Western Crude 0il, Inc.

ORDER ENLARGING TIME

For good cause shown, the defendant, Western Crude 0il, Inc.,

is granted fifteen (15) days or until April 3, 19745Mwithin which

to plead or answer to the Cofiplaint )filed herein///




CERTIFICATE OF MATILING

I hereby certify that a full, true and correct copy of the
above and foregoing Application was mailed to Jas. O. Ellison,
914 World Building, Tulsa, Oklahoma, 74103, on March €,

1974, with postage prepaid.

Dav1d L. Fist



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR &THEE L = m‘

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA MAR 18 1974 ){#b
jack ©. Silver, Clerk

CHRISTIAN ECHOES NATIONAL ) U. S. DISTRICT COURT
MINISTRY, INC., )
)
Plaintiff )

| ) cIviL no. 67-C-114¥
v. )
' )
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
)
Defendant )
JUDGMENT

A judgment having been entered herein on February 24,
1972, and an appeal having been taken therefrom by the
United States of America, defendant, and the United States
Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit, in an opinion and
judgment entered December 18, 1972, having reversed the
judgment of this Court in favor of the plaintiff and having
found in favor of the defendant, and plaintiff's writ of
certiorari having been denied by the United States Supreme
Court, it is, in éonformity with the mandate of the United
States Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit, hereby

ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the judgment entered
on February 24, 1972, be and the same is hereby vacated; it
is further

ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the plaintiff take
nothing, that its claim be dismissed with prejudice, and

that the defendant have and recover of the plaintiff its costs.

ENTERED this »//5;%j;ay of ‘;Zéfadualz,/, 1974,

Coten. & e

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, g F ] L 2 D
| Plaintiff, ; MM{ 18 1974
ve: ) Jack C. Sitvr, Clerk
; U. S. DISTRICT COURT
DALEWAY ALTOM, et al., )
Defendants. ; Civil Action No. 73-C-372

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

i

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this [fZ{ day
of March, 1974, the Plaintiff appearing by Robert P. Santee,
Assistant United States Attorney, and that the defendants, County
Treasurer and Board of County Commissioners, Tulsa County, Oklahoma,
appearing by their Attorney Gary J. Summerfield, Assistant District
Attorney; and that the Berry Carter Company, a Corporation, appear-
ing by their Attorney George E. Brewer; and that Robert R. Ward,
Jr., having filed his Disclaimer herein; and that the defendants
Daleway Altom, Norma Lee Altom, Edward A. Hollingsworth, Orin
Glenn Coons, Jr., Shirley Shepherd, Linda Faye Coons, and 0.C.
Lassiter, Attorney at Law, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that the defendants Daleway Altom and Norma Lee
Altom were served with Summons and Complaint on January 7, 1974,
and were served with Summons and Amendment to Complaint on
January 16, 1974. The defendant Edward A. Hollingsworth was
served with the Summons and Complaint on November 26, 1973, and
was served with a Summons and Amendment to Complaint on January 17,
1974. The defendant Orin Glenn Coons, Jr., was served with a
Summons and Complaint on November 26, 1973, and with a Summons
and Amendment to Complaint on January 17, 1974. The defendant

Barry Carter Company was served with Summons and Complaint on



November 26, 1973, and a Summons and Ameﬁdment to Complaint on
January 16, 1974. The defendant Shirley Shepherd was served
with a Summons and Complaint on November 27, 1973, and a. |
Summons and Amendment to Complaint on January 16, l974t _The: 
defendant Linda Faye Coons was served with a:Summdﬁs, éoﬁ?iaint,
and Amendment to Complaint on February 7, 1974. The defendants
0.C. Lassiter, Robert R. Ward, Jr., County Treasurer, and Board
of County Commissioners, Tulsa County, were each served with a
Summons, Complaint, and Amendment to Complaint on January 16, 1974,
It appearing that the defendants, Tulsa County Treasurer
and the Board of County Commissioners, have filed their Answer
herein on February 4, 1974; that the defendant, Robert R. Ward,
Jr., filed his Disclaimer herein on February 12, 1974; that the
defendant Barry Carter Company, a Corporation, filed its Answer
and Cross Complaint herein on November 28, 1973; and that the
defendants Daleway Altom, Norma Lee Altom, Edward A. Hollingsworth,
Orin Glenn Coons, Jr., Shirley Shepherd, Linda Faye Coons, and
0.C. Lassiter, have failed to answer herein and default has been
entered by the Clerk of this Court.
The Court further finds that this is a suit based upon
a mortgage note and foreclosure bn a real property mortgage
securing said mortgage note and that the following described real
property is located in Tulsa County, Oklahoma, within the Northern
Judicial District of Oklahoma:
Lot Eleven (11), Block Two (2),
Valley View Acres Addition to
the City of Tulsa, County of
Tulsa, State of Oklahoma,
according to the recorded plat
thereof.
THAT the defendants, Daleway Altom and Norma Lee Altom,
did, on the 7th day of October, 1964, execute and deliver to the
Administrator of Veterans Affairs, their mortgage and mortgage

note in the sum of $9,700.00, with 5 1/2 percent interest per



annum, and further providing for the payment of monthly install-
‘ments of principal and interest.

The Court further finds that the defendants Edward A.
Hollingsworth and Orin Glenn Coons, Jr., were the grantees in a
deed from Daleway Altom and Norma Lee Altom, dated July 6, 1972,
and filed July 6, 1972, in Book 4024, Page 429, records of Tulsa
County, wherein Edward A. Hollingsworth and Orin Glenn Coons, Jr.
assumed and agreed to pay the mortgage indebtedness being sued
upon herein.

The Court further finds that the defendants, Daleway
Altom, Norma Lee Altom, Edward A. Hollingsworth, and Orin Glenn
Coons, Jr., made default under the terms of the aforesaid
mortgage note by reason of their failure to make monthly install-
ments due thereon for more than four months last past, which
default has continued and that by reason thereof the above-named
defendants are now indebted to the piaintiff in the sum of
$8,420.67, as unpaid principal, with interest thereon at the rate
of 5 1/2 percent interest per annum from November 1, 1973, until
paid, plus the cost of this action accrued and accruing.

The Court further finds that the Defendant Barry Carter
Company is entitled to judgment in the amount of $434.91, with
interest of 10 percent per annum from date of March 23, 1973,
plus attorneys fees of $300.00, against Orin Glenn Coons, Jr.,
but that such judgment is junior and inferior to the first mortgage
lien of this plaintiff.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recover judgment against defendants, Daleway
Altom, Norma Lee Altom, Edward A. Hollingsworth, and Orin Glenn
Coons, Jr., in personam, for the sum of $8,420.67, with interest
thereon at the rate of 5 1/2 percent interest per annum from
November 1, 1973, plus the cost of this action accrued and
accruing, plus any additional sums advanced or to be advanced

or expended during this foreclosure action by plaintiff for taxes,



‘

insurance, abstracting, or sums for the preservation of the
subject property.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Defendant Barry Carter Company have and recover judgment against
the defendant Orin Glenn Coons, Jr., in the amount of $434.91,
with interest of 10 percent per annum from March 23, 1973, plus
attorneys fees of $300.00, but that such judgment is junior and
inferior to the first mortgage lien of this plaintiff.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
plaintiff have and recover judgment, in rem, against defendants,
Shirley Shepherd, Linda Faye Coons, 0.C. Lassiter, Attorney at
Law, County Treasurer, Tulsa County, and the Board of County
Commissioners, Tulsa County.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that upon
~ the failure of said defendants to satisfy plaintiff's money
judgment herein, an Order of Sale shall be issued to the United
States Marshal for the Northern District of Oklahoma, commanding
him to advertise and sell with appraisement the real property
and apply the proceeds thereof in satisfaction of plaintiff's
judgment. The residue, if any, shall be deposited with the Clerk
of the Court to await further order of the Court.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that from
and after the sale of said property, under and by virtue of this
judgment and decree, all of the defendants and each of them and
all pérsons claiming under them since the filing of the complaint
herein be and they are forever barred and foreclosed of any right,
title, interest or claim in or to the real property or any part

thereof.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




APPROVED.

A epZon

ROBERT P. SANTEE
Assistant United States Attorney
Attorney for Defendant,

Berry Carter Company

GEORGE E. BREWER
ttorney at Law
ffbrney for Defendant,

Berry Carter

Adgsistant D strict] Attorney
torney for Defendants

Count »Treasurer, Tulsa County,
and Bgard Eimi?unty Commissioners,’

Tulsa Coun //
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

COGENEL, INC., a Corporation, )
)
Plaintiff, ) W i Bm ﬁ:
)
v. ) MAR 15194
)
ST. 1OUIS - SAN FRANCISCO ) Jack C. Silver, Clerk
RAILWAY COMPANY, a Corporation, ) u. S. DISTRICT COURT
and ANIXTER BROS.,, INC., a )
Corporation, )
)
Defendant. ) NO, 73-C-349

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

This cause coming before this Court on this 45/ _day of
March, 1974, and the Court being cognizant of the Stipulation for
Dismissal filed herein on the 13th day of March, 1974, said Stipulation
for Dismissal being c‘mcuted by counsel for all parties to thlb action.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the plamuff'; dCthl’l herem be

dismissed with prejudice, each party to bear his own costs.

N
=4 //Z@yf M

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




FILED
MAR 151974
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE Jlack (. Silver, Cjo:
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA U. S. DISTRICT Cousr

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

e

v
CIVIL ACTION NO. 73-C-207

Plaintiff,
vs.

JACK O'NEAL CLONTS, et al.,

Nt St Nt at® gt St wtl vt st

Defendants.

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this /QE;
day of March, 1974, the plaintiff appearing by Robert P. Santee,
Assistant United States Attorney, the defendant, Jack O'Neal
Clonts, appearing by his attorney, Robert Bowman Manke, the
defendant, Vestal Comfort & Allis, Inc., appearing by Paul E.
Vestal, President, the defendants, County Treasurer, Tulsa
County, and Board of County Commissioners, Tulsa County, appear-
ing by Gary J. Summerfield, Assistant District Attorney, and
the defendants, Laura B. Clonts, if living, or if not, her unknown
heirs, assigns, executors, and administrators, James H. Hays, Jr.,
Mary Beatrice Hays, Harvey W. Stout, Alene Stout, Ruby Lee
Davault, Ray Harper, Gwen Harper, Oklahoma Osteopathic Foundation
Association d/b/a Oklahoma Osteopathic Hospital, Clark-Waddell
Supply Company, and William O. (Don) Evans, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined
the file herein finds that Jack O'Neal Clonts was served with
Summéns, Complaint, and Amendment to Complaint on August 2, 1973,
énd August 24, 1973, respectively; that Harvey W. Stout was
served with Summons, Complaint, and Amendment to Complaint on
July 25, 1973, and August 24, 1973, respectively; that Alene
Stout was served with Summons, Complaint, and Amendment to
Complaint on July 23, 1973, and August 24, 1973, respectively;
that Ruby Lee Davault was served with Summons, Complaint, and
Amendment to Complaint on July 20, 1973, and August 21, 1973,
respectively; “that Ray Harper and Gwen Harper were served with

Summons, Complaint, and Amendment to Complaint on July 26, 1973,



and August 21, 1973, respectively; that Oklahoma Osteopathic
Foundation Association d/b/a Oklahoma Osteopathic Hospital and
Clark-Waddell Supply Company were served with Summons, Complaint,
and Amendment to Complaint on July 20, 1973, and August 21, 1973,
respectively; that William O. (Don) Evans was served with Summons,
Complaint, and Amendment to Complaint on August 1, 1973, and
August 21, 1973, respectively; that Vestal Comfort & Allis, Inc.,
was served with Summons, Complaint, and Amendment to Complaint
on July 18, 1973, and August 22, 1973, respectively; that County
Treasurer, Tulsa County, and Board of County Commissioners, Tulsa
County, were served with Summons, Complaint, and Amendment to
Complaint on August 21, 1973, all as appears from the Marshal's
Return of Service herein; and that Laura B. Clonts, if living,
or if not, her unknow heirs, assigns, executors, and administators,
James H. Hays, Jr., and Mary Beatrice Hays were served by publi-
cation, as appears from the Proof of Publication filed herein on
February 28, 1974.

It appearing that Jack O'Neal Clqnts has duly filed
his Answer herein on August 13, 1973; that Vestal Comfort & Allis,
Inc., has duly filed its Disclaimer herein on July 30, 1973; that
County Treasurer, Tulsa County, and Board of County Commissioners,
Tulsa County, have duly filed their Answer herein on August 30,
1973; and that Laura B. Clonts, if living, or if not, her unkhown
heirs, assigns, executors, and administrators, James H. Hays, Jr.,
Mary Beatrice Hays, Harvey W. Stout, Alene Stout, Ruby Lee Davault,
Ray Harper, Gwen Harper, Oklahoma Osteopathic Foundation Associa-
tion d/b/a Oklahoma Osteopathic Hospital, Clark-Waddell Supply
Company, and William O. (Don) Evans, have failed to answer
herein and that default has been entered by the Clerk of this
Court.

The Court further finds that this is a suit based
upon a mortgage note and foreclosure on a real property mortgage
securing said mortgage note and that the following described
real property is located in Tulsa County, Oklahoma, within
the Northern Judicial District of Oklahoma:

2



Lot Twelve (12), Block Sixteen (16), VALLEY
VIEW ACRES ADDITION to the City of Tulsa,
Tulsa County, State of Oklahoma, according
to the recorded plat thereof.

THAT the defendants, Harvey W. Stout and Alene Stout,
did, on the 1lst day of March, 1965, execute and deliver to the
Administrator of Veterans Affairs, their mortgage and mortgage
note in the sum of $9,500.00 with 5 1/2 percent interest per
annum, and further providing for the payment of monthly install-
ments of principal and interest.

The Court further finds that the defendants, James H.
Hays, Jr., and Mary Beatrice Hays, were the grantees in a
deed from Harvey W. Stout and Alene Stout, dated June 4, 1968,
and filed December 31, 1968, in Book 3874, Page 1660, records
of Tulsa County, wherein James H. Hays, Jr., and Mary Beatrice
Hays assumed and agreed to pay the mortgage indebtedness being
sued upon herein.

The Court further finds that the defendants, Jack
O'Neal Clonts and Laura B. Clonts, were the grantees in a
deed from James H. Hays, Jr., and Mary Beatrice Hays, dated
October 1, 1969, and filed December 19, 1969, in Book 3912,
Page 396, records of Tulsa County, wherein Jack O'Neal Clonts
and Laura B. Clonts assumed and agreed to pay the mortgage
indebtedness being sued upon herein.

The Court further finds that the defendants, Harvey W.

Stéut, Alene Stout, James H. Hays, Jr., Mary Beatrice Hays,
Jack O'Neal Clonts, and Laura B. Clonts, if living, or if not,
her unknown heirs, assigns, executors, and administrators, made
default under the terms of the aforesaid mortgage note by
reason of their failure to make monthly installments due thereon
for more than 12 months last past, which default has continued
and that by reason thereof the above-named defendants are

now indebted to the plaintiff in the sum of $8,461.88 as unpaid
principal, with interest thereon at the rate of 5 1/2 percent
interest per annum from December 1, 1971, until paid, plus

the cost of this action accrued and accruing.

o
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The Court further finds that there is due and owing
to the County of Tulsa, State of Oklahoma, from Jack O'Neal
Clonts and Laura B. Clonts, if living, or if not, her unknown
heirs, assigns, executors, and administrators, the sum of
$76.36 for personal property taxes for the years 1970, 1971,
and 1972 and that Tulsa County should have judgment, in rem,
for said amount, but that such judgment is subject to and
inferior to the first mortgage lien of the plaintiff herein.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the plaintiff have and recover judgment against defendants,
Harvey W. Stout and Alene Stout, i& personam, James H. Hays, Jr.,
Mary Beatrice Hays, and Laura B. Clonts, if living, or if not,
her unknown heirs, assigns, executors, and administrators, in rem,
for the sum of $8,461.88 with interest thereon at the rate
of 5 1/2 percent interest per annum from December 1, 1971, plus
the cost of this action accrued and accruing, plus any additional
sums advanced or to be advanced or expended during this foreclo-
sure action by plaintiff for taxes, insurance, abstracting,
or sums for the preservation of the subject property.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the County of Tulsa have and recover judgment, in rem, against
the defendants, Jack O'Neal Clonts and Laura B. Clonts, if living,
or if not, her unknown heirs, assigns, executors, and administrators,
for the sum of $76.36 as of the date of this judgment plus
interest thereafter according to law, but that such judgment
is subject to and inferior to the first mortgage lien of the
plaintiff herein.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the plaintiff have and recover judgment, in rem, against the
defendants, Jack O'Neal Clonts, Ruby Lee Davault, Ray Harper,
Gwen Harper, Oklahoma Osteopathic Foundation Association d/b/a
Oklahoma Osteopathic Hospital, Clark-Waddell Supply Company,
and William O. (Don) Evans.

| IT IS {‘URTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that

upon the failure of said defendants to satisfy plaintiff's

4
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money judgment herein, an Order of Sale shall be issued to

the United States Marshal for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
commanding him to advertise and sell with appraisement the

real property and apply the proceeds thereof in satisfaction

of plaintiff's judgment. The residue, if any, to be deposited
with the Clerk of the Court to await further order of the

Court.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
from and after the sale of said property, under and by virtue
of this judgment and decree, all of the defendants and each
of them and all persons claiming under them since the filing
of the complaint herein be and they are forever barred and
foreclosed of any right, title, interest or claim in or to

the real property or any part thereof.

(:2%&u¢ égfa/fgiwﬂ/bﬁaxgjﬂ.

United States District Judge

APPROVED.

ROBERT P. SANTEE

Assistant United States Attorney ‘
Attorney for Plaintiff,

g Ll i et 765i22;%2;/
ROBERT BOWMAN /MANKE
Attorney for Deflendapt’,
Clon
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District-Attorney 7/
efendants, ,{Z
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

THE FIRST NATIONAL BANK AND TRUST
COMPANY OF TULSA, a National
Banking Association,

’ Plaintiff,
VE e

MIAMI INDUSTRIAL AUTHORITY, a
Public Trust, et al,

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Defendants.

NOW, on this I Z—% day of ‘,Z% me_/:} | , 1974, the

sbove-entitled matter comes on for hearing upon the Sﬁipulation of plaintiff
and the defendant, Calvin L. Watts, to dismiss, and the Court being well and
fully advised, finds that with respect to the cause of action in favor of

either plaintiff or defendant, Calvin L. Watts, the same should be and is

hereby dismissed.

Coren, & o

Chief Judge of the United States
District Court for the Northern
District of Oklahoma

APPROVED:

James R. Ryan
Attorney for Plaintiff

Edgar Féntqn
Attorney “For Defendant, Calvin L. Watts

UNGERMAN, GRABEL & UNGERMAN

L
e
by, g & g e
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff, CIVIL ACTION NO. 73—C—334p//

CECIL PUCKETTE and ROSEALIE A.
PUCKETTE, husband and wife,

FILED
MAR 131974 o).

Jack C. Silver, Clerk
STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL U. S. DISTRICT CQURT

)
)
)
)
VS. )
)
)
)
)
)

Defendants.

COME NOW the United States of America, plaintiff herein,
by and through its attorney, Robert P. Santee, Assistant United
States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma, and the
Oklahoma Turnpike Authority, defendant herein, by and through its
attorney, Robert J. Scott, and Cecil Puckette and Rosealie A.

Puckette, and hereby stipulate that the above-captioned action may

8.  Mares

Dated this /3 day of Feddewaiegs, 1974.

be dismissed.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

NATHAN G. GRAHAM
United States Attorney

e

R BERT P

SANTME

" ,/~ /,f

S f,/ "
//( ﬂ%f;;{; /(g,‘ -

ROBERT J. SCOTT Attorney
Oklahoma Turnpike Authority

CECIL PUCKETTE

P
# i

. . B
[

ROSEALIE A. PUCKETTE




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of America,

Plaintiff, CIVIL ACTION NO. 71=C-269

vSe Tract No. 1271M

Less, Situate in Nowata County, (All Interests)

State of Oklahoma, and Mary

)

)

)

)

)
21.25 Acres of Land, More or )
)
Duncan, et al., and Unknown )
)

)

)

Owners, FILE .
Defendants. MAR 131974
Jack C. Silver, Clerk
JUDGMENT U. S. DISTRICT COUR

1.

NOW, on this 73  day of /ﬁ%ﬁ%%%i} 1974, this matter
comes on for disposition on application of the Plaintiff, United
States of America, for entry of judgment fixing just compensation
in this matter. After having examined the files in this action
and being advised by counsel, the Court finds:

2,

This judgment applies to the entire estate condemned in
Tract No. 1271M, as such estate and tract are described in the
Complaint filed in this action.

3.

The Court has jurisdiction of the parties and the
subject matter of this action.

4.

Service of Process has been perfected either personally
or by publication notice, as provided by Rule 71A of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, on all parties defendant in this cause
who are interested in subject property.

5.

The Acts of Congress set out in paragraph 2 of the Com-
plaint filed herein give the United States of America the right,
power and authority to condemn for public use the property
described above in paragraph 2. Pursuant thereto, on June 22, 197%,

the United States of America filed its Declaration of Taking of sucl



.

property, and title thereto should be vested in the United States
of America, as of the date of filing such instrument.
6.

Simultaneously with filing the Declaration of Taking,
there was deposited in the Registry of this Court as estimated
compensation for the estate taken in the subject tract a certain
sum of money, and none of this deposit has been disbursed, as
set out below in paragraph 13.

7.

Mr. Charley Miller, Office of the Regional Solicitor, has
received from Harry Duncan, Puna Duncan Soap, Mary Duncan Silver-
smith, Rabbit Hooper and George Scott, written authorization to
represent such Indian owners in this case, and has personally
appeared in this matter on behalf of such owners.

The other five owners of the subject property have not
made any appearance of any kind in this case and are wholly in
default.

8.

Mr. Miller has advised the Court that in the event of a
trial the evidence of the owners he represents would be based upon
a sale of comparable property and that such evidence would show the
subject property has a market value of $25.00 per acre for a total,
for all interests, of $531.25.

Counsel for Plaintiff advised the Court that in the event
of a trial its evidence would be the testimony of J. M. Wanenmacher.
Jr., Petroleum Engineer, to the effect that the market value of
subject property was $68.00,

Neither party requested a trial. Based upon the pre-
trial statements of the parties, the Court concludes that a trial
is not necessary or advisable and that the sum of $213.00 should be
adopted as the award of just compensation for the subject interest,

9.

This judgment will create a deficiency between the amount

deposited as estimated just compensation for the estate taken in

subject tract and the amount fixed by the Court as just compensation

‘2'
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and a sum of money sufficient to cover such deficiency should be
deposited by the Government. This deficiency is set out below in
paragraph 13.

10.

The defendants named in paragraph 13 as the owners of the
estate taken in the subject tract are the only defendants asserting
any interest in such property. All other defendants having either
disclaimed or defaulted, the named defendants are the owners of
such property, as of the date of taking, and, as such, are entitled
to receive the just compensation awarded by this judgment.

11.

It Is, Therefore, ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the
United States of America has the right, power and authority to con-
demn for public use the subject tract, as it is described in the
Complaint filed herein, and such property, to the extent of the
estate described in such Complaint, is condemned and title thereto
is vested in the United States of America, as of July 22, 1971, and
all defendants herein and all other persons are forever barred
from asserting any claim to such property.

12,

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that on the
date of taking in this case, the owners of the estate taken herein
in subject tract were the defendants whose names appear below in
paragraph 13 and the right to receive the just compensation awarded
by this judgment is vested in the parties so named.

13,

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the sum
of $213.00 hereby is adopted as the award of just compensation for
the estate taken in subject tract, as shown by the following

schedule:



TRACT NO, 1271M

owners:

Harry Duncan =—==weee=- - e o e —mwme- 1/3

Puna Duncan S0ap ======m==ee———- - o - 7/36
Mary Duncan Silversmith —====- o o e 7/36
Rabbit Hooper ~===mmemecemc—eece- m—m——1/12
Lacie Scott «==memeecemccanenca" wmm————1/18
Curtis Scott ===—=reccccccaan = e e e e e 5/144
Betty Jean Scott Abel ====mmcemcmcceoeco- 5/144
George Scott ==——mecwo-- o e e o o .-~ 5/144
Bobby Warren Decker ==ewesscececmemenes== 5/288
Tayna Lynn Decker ==—===== ———em——— 5/288

Award of just compensation
pursuant to Court's findings «w==-=- $213.00 $213.00

Deposited as estimated compensation === 68.00

Disbursed to owners -- - e o e o e None
Balance due to owners ==—==—mmeoe- - e $213.00
Deposit deficiency ==-=-=- - o w———e $145.00

14.

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the
United States of America shall pay into the Registry of this Court
for the benefit of the owners the deposit deficiency shown in para-
graph 13 above, in the amount of $145.00, and such sum shall be
placed in the deposit for the subject tract in this civil action.

Upon receipt of such deficiency deposit the Clerk of this
Court shall disburse the deposit for the subject tract as follows:

To ~ Harry Duncan ===—esewee cmmmn—~- $71,.00
Puna Duncan Soap =====w====- w———— 4],41

Mary Duncan Silversmith ======—- 41.41
Rabbit Hooper =e==wmmmm===mme—== 17,75

Lacie Scott ====m=w=- o o -~ 11,83
Curtis Scott =—==w== - - 7.40
Betty Jean Scott Abel ===~=w=—-—- 7.40
George Scott - - - 7.40
Bobby Warren Decker =====- ——————— - 3.70
Tayna Lynn Decker ==w—ew=- s v o o 3.70

/s/ Allen E. Barrow

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
APPROVED:

HUBERT A. MARLOW
Assistant United States Attorney

/s/ Charley R. Miller
CHARLEY R. MILLER

Attorney for Defendants
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» IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

HOME~-STAKE PRODUCTION COMPANY,

a corporation,
Plaintiff, Civil Action }:
i

vs. NO. 70-C-161¥’

Y E p
AR 12 197
ack ¢ Silve
; . i}cfk
.S, Distaier coltefer

)
)
)
)
)
CHARLES N. GLASS, et al., )
)
)

Defendants.

JOURNAIL ENTRY OF JUDGMENT

Oon this fggﬁﬁay of March, 1974, the captioned cause comes on for
trial before me the undersigned Judge of the United States District Court
for the Northern District of Oklahoma. The plaintiff having filed for
reorganization pursuant to Chapter X of the Bankruptcy laws of the United
States appeared by the attorney for its Trustee, A. F. Ringold of Rosenstein
Fist & Ringold. The defendants Charles N. Glass and Donald R. Kee appeared
by their attorney Jack Santee of Martin, Logan, Moyers, Martin & Conway and
the defendant National Bank of Tulsa appeared by its attorneys Rogers,
Robinson & Bell.

The parties announced ready to proceed and, all parties héving
waived their right to a trial by jury, the Court proceeded with the case.
The plaintiff proceeded to introduce its evidence and rested. The defend-
ants then proceeded to introduce their evidence and rested and the Court,
having considered the evidence presented by the parties in the form of
joint stipulations and testimony, and having heard the argument of
counsel, foupd that the plaintiff was entitled to judgment against the
defendants in the sum of $24,200.00.

The undersigned Judge finds that he has heretofore disqualified him-
self from further participation in this case pursuant to the ruling of the
United States Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit prohibiting the Judge
assigned to the Chapter X proceedings of a corporation from further action
in a civil suit involving that corporation. The Court further finds that
the other two federal judges for this district have also disqualified them-
selves. Notwithstanding, the undersigned Judge finds that he has authority
to enter this Journal Entry of Judgment which has been agreed upon and

approved by all parties, since such action would be only an administrative

act on his part, and would not violate the rule of the Court of Appeals.
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IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the plaintiff
have and recover judgment against the defendants, Charles N. Glass
and Donald R. Kee in the sum of $24,200.00. Each party will pay
their own costs.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED AND DECREED that the defendant
National Bank of Tulsa is authorized and directed to pay to the
plaintiff Home-Stake Production Company the sum of $24,200.00 of and
from that certain escrow fund which was created by agreement dated
December 19, 1968, which fund was to be held as security for the
performance of all representations and warranties set forth in
said agreement and the said National Bank of Tulsa is authprized
and directed to refund to Charles N. Glass and Donald R. Kee the
balance remaining in said escrow fund after the payment of

$24,200.00 to Home~Stake Production Company.

épw g M

JUDGE, UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

HOME—STA??,iﬁ? CTION COMPANY
K y
By ,Y¥7<M%?

A. F. Ringold
Attorngy/for Royce H. Savage, Trustee

/4:i&wwvxxirh“/}?iﬂ/"ﬁ*fmww%“?lwaf‘-”’

CHt§£§%;§. GLASS and DONALD R. KEE
By Lan/ 2, %ﬁﬁiﬁ%gi/

J22§'Santee
Martin, Logan, Moyers, Martin & Conway

NATIONAL BANK OF TULSA

By Lasersl flotln

Rogers, Robinson & Bell




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
) MAR 12 1974
Plaintiff, ) I '
vs. | ﬁ¥ngDC' SI[Ve;; Clerl;
) U8, DisTRICT ooy
WILLIAM J. HILL, ) NCOURT
)
Defendant. ) Civil Action No. 74-C-90

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

NOW on this //77+aay of March, 1974, this matter
coming on for consideration, the plaintiff, United States of'
America, appearing by and through its attorney, Robert P. Santee,
Assistant United States Attorney for the Northern District of
Oklahoma, and the defendant, William J. Hill, appearing not;
and it appearing that this is a suit based upon a Promissory
Note and for foreclosure of a Security Agreement securing said
note; and ‘

1t further appearing that the chattels described in
said Security Agreement are located in Tulsa County, Oklahoma,
and

It further appearing that due and legal personal ser-
‘vice of summons was made upon the defendant, William J. Hill,
on February 11, 1974, requiring him to answer the Complaint
herein, and that more than twenty (20) days have elapsed since
the date of service of the summons, and it appearing that said
defendant has failed to file an answer or otherwise plead here-
in and that he is hereby in default.

The Court, being fully advised, finds that the allega-
tions and averments in the Complaint are true and correct and
that there is due and owing to the plaintiff, United States of

America, the sum of $15,806.07, interest accrued thereon in the



sum of $297.68 through November 13, 1973, and interest accru-
ing thereafter at the rate of $2.6343 per day.

The Court further finds that the plaintiff has a
first and prior lien upon the chattels described in the
Security Agreement by virtue of said Security Agreement given
covering such personal property.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT
the plaintiff, United States of America, have and recover
from the defendant, William J. Hill, a judgment in the sum of
$15,806.07, interest accrued thereon in the sum of $297.68
through November 13, 1973, and interest accruing thereafter
at the rate of $2.6343 per day.

| IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT upon
the failure of the defendant, William J. Hill, to satisfy the
judgment of plaintiff, an Order of Sale shall issue to the
United States Marshal for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
commandiﬁé-him to levy upon, advertise and sell according to
law, with appraisement, the chattels hereinabove described and
as listed in the Security Agreement and hereinabove referred to
- and to apply the proceeds of such sale of personal property as
follows:

1. In payment of the costs of the sale and of the
cost of this action.

2. In payment to plaintiff of the sum of $15,806.07,
together with interest accrued thereon in the sum of $297.68
through November 13, 1973, and interest accruing thereafter
at the rate of $2.6343 per day.

3. The residue, if any, to be paid to the Clerk of

this Court to await further oxrder of the Court.



IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT
the hereinabove described chattels and as listed in the
Security Agreement hereinabove referred to,be sold, with
appraisement, and after such sale by virtue of this judgment
and decree, the defendant, and all persons claiming under him
since the filing of the Complaint herein, be and they are for-
ever barred and foreclosed of and from any and every lien upon,
right, title, interest, estate or equity of, in or to the per-

sonal property hereinabove referred to.

‘United States District Judge

APPROVED:

ROBERT P. SANTEE 9%
Assistant United States Attorney
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff, y///
CIVIL ACTION NO. 73-C-225
vSs.

PAUL V. BARNETT a/k/a PAUL V.
BARNETTE a/k/a PAUL VERNON
BARNETTE, If Living, or if not
his unknown Heirs, Assigns,
Executors & Administrators,

et al.,

EILED
MAR 12197 ¢/

.+ Jack C. Silver, Cles
1U..S. DISTRICT COURT

Defendants.

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

Gty
T

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this __// -"day
Of March , 1974, the plaintiff appearing by Robert P. Santee,
Assistant United States Attorney, the defendants, County Treasurer,
Tulsa County, Oklahoma, and Board of County Commissioners, Tulsa
County, Oklahoma, appearing by Gary J. summerfield, Assistant
District Attorney, District No. 14, Tulsa County, Oklahoma, and
the defendants, Paul V. Barnett a/k/a Paul V. Barnette a/k/a Paul
Vernon Barnette, if living, or if not, his unknown heirs, assigns,
executors, and administrators; Olivett D. Barnett a/k/a Olivett D.
Barnette, Maxine Barnett, Evelyn Barnette, and Beneficial Finance
Company of Oklahoma, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined
the file herein finds that defendants, Paul V. Barnett a/k/a Paul V.
Barnette a/k/a Paul Vernon Barnette, if living, or if not, his unknown
heirs, assigns, executors and administrators; Olivett D. Barnett
a/k/a Olivett D. Barnette, and Maxine Barnett, were served by
" publication as appears from the Proof of Publication filed herein
on January 7, 1974; that the defendant, Evelyn Barnette, Guardian Ad
Litem for Dwayne Neal Barnette and Paul Vernon Barnette, both minors,
was served with Summons, Complaint, Amendment to Complaint and Second
Amendment to Complaint on January 17, 1974; that defendant, Beneficial
Finance Company of Oklahoma was served with Summons and Complaint on
July 26, 1973, with Summons and Amendment to Complaint on September

27, 1973, with Summons and Second Amendment to Complaint on November 7



1973; that the defendants, County Treasurer, Tulsa County, Oklahoma,
and the Board of County Commissioners, Tulsa County: Oklahoma, were
served with gummons and Complaint on July 25, 1973, with Summons
and Amendment to Complaint on September 26, 1973, and with Summons
and Second amendment to Complaint on November 5, 1973, all as
appears from the Marshal's Returns of Service herein; and

It appearing that defendants, paul V. Barnett a/k/a Paul
v. Barnette a/k/a Paul Vernon Barnette, if living, OY if not, his
unknown heirs, assigns, executors, and administrators; Olivett D.
parnett a/k/a olivett D. Barnette, Maxine Barnett, Evelyn parnette,
and Beneficial Finance Company of Oklahoma, have f;iled to
answer herein and that default has been entered by the Clerk
of this Court.

The Court further finds that this is a suit based
upon a mortgage note and foreclosure On a real property mortgage
securing said mortgage note and that the following described
real property is located in Tulsa County, Oklahoma, within
the Northern Judicial pistrict of Oklahoma:

Lot Twenty-oOne (21) Block Nine (9), CHANDLER-

FRATES SECOND ADDITION toO the city of Tulsa,

Tulsa County, Oklahoma, according to the recorded

plat thereof.

THAT the defendants, paul V. Barnett and Olivett D.
Barnett, did, on the 1st day of May. 1968, execute and deliver
to the administrator of Veterans affairs, their mortgage and
mortgage note in the sum of $9,500.00, with 6 percent interest
per annum, and further providing for the payment of monthly
installments of principal and interest.

The Court further finds that the defendants;, paul V.
Barnett and Olivett D. Barnett, made default under the terms
of the aforesaid mortgage note by reaéon of their failure to
make monthly installments due thereon for more than 12 months
last past, which default has continued and that by reason thereof

the above-named defendants are now indebted to the plaintiff

in the sum of $8,996.79 as unpaid principal, with interest



thereon at the rate of 6 percent interest per annum from
April 15, 1972, until paid, plus the cost of this action accrued
and accruing.

The Court further finds that there is due and owing
to the County Treasurer, Tulsa County, Oklahoma, and the Board
of County Commissioners, Tulsa County, Oklahoma, from Paul V.
Barnett and Olivett D. Barnett, the sum of $2.74 for personal
property taxes for the year 1971, and that the County Treasurer
and the Board of County Commissioners, Tulsa County, Oklahoma,
should have judgment in rem for said amount, but that such judgment
is subject to and inferior to the first mortgage lien of the
plaintiff herein.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that

Paul V. Barnett and Olivett D. Barnett,
the plaintiff have and recover judgment against defendants,/in rem,
for the sum of $8,996.79 with interest thereon at the rate
of 6 percent interest per annum from April 15, 1972, plus the
cost of this action accrued and accruing, plus any additional
sums advanced or to be advanced or expended during this foreclosure
action by plaintiff for taxes,'insurance, abstracting, or sums
for the preservation of the subject property.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the '
County Treasurer and the Board of County Commissioners, Tulsa
County, Oklahoma have and recover judgment, in rem, against the
defendants, Paul V. Barnett and Olivett D. Barnett, for the sum of
$2.74 as of the date of this judgment plus interest thereafter
according to law, but that such judgment is subject to and inferior
to the first mortgage lien of the plaintiff herein.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
plaintiff have and recover judgment, in rem, against defendants,
Maxine Barnett, Evelyn Barnette; and Beneficial Finance Company of
Oklahoma.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
upon the failure of defendants, Paul V. Barnett a/k/a Paul V.
Barnette a/k/a Paul Vernon Barnette, if living, or if not his

g

unknown heirs, assigns, executors, and administrators, and Olivett D.



Barnett a/k/a Olivett D. Barnette, to satisfy plaintiff's money
judgment herein, an Order of Sale shall be issued to the United
States Marshal for the Northern District of Oklahoma, commanding
him to advertise and sell with appraisement the real property
and apply the proceeds thereof in satisfaction of plaintiff's
judgment. The residue, if any, to be deposited with the Clerk
of the Court to await further order of the Court.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
from and after the sale of said property, under and by virtue
of this judgment and decree, all of the defendants and each
of them and all persons claiming under them since the filing
of the complaint herein be and they are forever barred and
foreclosed of any right, title, interest or claim in or to

the real property or any part thereof.

L/fl /f/ 2 f 7:}»«;“ “"*’ o rT {(’M/ik

vy

United States District Judgé

APPROVED.

;zf%ict Attorney,/
. 14, Tulsa County, Okla.
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE MAR § 1974
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA . '
Jack C. Silver, Clork

U. S. DISTRICT COURT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,
CIVIL ACTION NO. 73-C-282
vs.

TOMMY R. AUSTIN a/k/a TOMMY R.
AUSTIN, SR., et al.,

et Nt N St N Nt sl Nt “eunt®

Defendants.

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE @&

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this ZZ day

of 362?Qﬂ/b’ , 1974, the plaintiff appearing by Robert P. Santee,
Assistant United States Attorney, and the defendants, Tommy R.
Austin a/k/a Tommy R. Austin, Sr., and Lucille M. Austin, appear-
ing by and through their attorney, Frederick L. Boss, Jr., and the
defendant, Osteopathic Hospital Founders Association, Inc., d/b/a
Oklahoma Osteopathic Hospital, filed its disclaimer herein on
August 31, 1973, and the defendants, B. M. Spicer and Roy Weathers,
appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that eue and 1égal process of service was made
on Tommy R. Austin a/k/a Tommy R. Austin, Sr., and Lucille M; Austin
on September 13, 1973; on Osteopathic Hospital Founders Association,
Inc., d/b/a Oklahoma Osteopathic Hospital, on August 28, 1973, and on
B. M. Spicer on September 26, 1973, as appears from the U. S. Marshal's
Returns of Service herein, and that service by publication was made
on Roy Weathers as appears from the Proof of Publication filed
herein, and

It appearing that defendants, B. M. Spicer and Roy Weathers,
have failed to answer herein and that default has been entered
by the Clerk of this Court.

The Court further finds that this is a suit based upon
a mortgage note and foreclosure on a real property mortgage securing
said mortgage note and that the following described real property
is located in Tulsa County, Oklahoma, within the Northern Judicial

District of Oklahoma:
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A tract of land, beginning at a point 932.4 feet
East of the NW corner of the SE 1/4 of Section 10,
Township 19 North, Range 11 East of the Indian
Base and Meridian, Tulsa County, Oklahoma; thence
287.6 feet South; thence 227.7 feet East; thence
287.6 Feet North; thence 227.7 feet West to the
point of beginning, and containing one and one-half
acres, more or less, all in the Northwest Quarter
of the Southeast Quarter of said Section Ten (10),
Township Nineteen (19) North, Range Eleven (11)
East, according to the U. S. Government Survey
thereof.

THAT the defendants, Tommy R. Austin a/k/a Tommy R.
Austin, Sr., and Lucille M. Austin, did, on the 31st day of
December, 1970, execute and deliver to Diversified Mortgage and
Investment Company their mortgage and mortgage note in the sum of
$12,250.00 with 8 1/2 percent interest per annum, and further
providing for the payment of monthly installments of principal
and interest.

That by Assignment of Mortgage of Real Estate dated
December 31, 1970, Diversified Mortgage and Investment Company
assigned said Mortgage to Federal National Mortgage Association,
and by Reassignment of Mortgage dated April 1, 1971, Federal
National Mortgage Association reassigned said Mortgage to Diversi-
fied Mortgage and Investment Company. That by Assignment of Real
Estate Mortgage dated April 15, 1971, Diversified Mortgage and
Investment Company assigned said Mortgage to Home Federal Savings
and Loan Association of Tulsa, and by Assignment of Mortgage dated
August 31, 1971, Home Federal Savings and Loan Association assigned
said Mortgage to the Secreﬁary of Housing and Urban Development,
Washington, D. C.

The Court further finds that the defendants, Tommy R. Austin
and Lucille M. Austin, made default under the terms of the aforesaid
mortgage note by reason of their failure to make monthly installments
due thereon for more than 12 months last past, which default has
continued and that by reason thereof the above-named defendants
are now indebted to the plaintiff in the sum of $13,388.21 as
unpaid principal, with interest thereon at the rate of 8 1/2 percent

interest per annum from October 1, 1972, until paid, plus additional
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interest of $2.84 and service charge of $0.17 per day for each day
beginning October 1, 1972, until paid, plus any additional sums
advanced or expended during this foreclosure action by Plaintiff
for taxes, insurance, abstracting, or sums expended for the preserva-
tion of subject property, plus the cost of this action accrued and
accruing.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED THAT the

plaintiff have and recover judgment, in personam, against defendants,

Tommy R. Austin a/k/a Tommy R. Austin, Sr., and Lucille M. Austin,
in the sum of $13,388.21 with interest thereon at the rate of
8 1/2 percent per annum from October 1, 1972, until paid, plus
additional interest of $2.84 and service charge of $0.17 per day
for each day beginning October 1, 1972, until paid, plus additional
sums advanced or expended during this foreclosure action by Plaintiff
for taxes, insurance, abstracting, or sums expended for the preserva-
tion of subject property, plus the cost of this action accrued and
accruing.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGEﬁ AND DECREED THAT the
Plaintiff have and recover judgment, in rem, against the defendants,
B. M. Spicer and Roy Weathers.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that upon
the failure of defendants, Tommy R. Austin a/k/a Tommy R. Austin, Sr.,
and Lucille M. Austin, to satisfy plaintiff's money judgment herein,
an Order of Sale shall be issued to the United States Marshal
for the Northern District of Oklahoma, commanding him to advertise
and sell with appraisement the real property and apply the proceeds
thereof in satisfaction of plaintiff's judgment. The residue,
if any, to be deposited with the Clerk of the Court to await further
order of the Court.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that from
and after the sale of said property, under and by virtue of this
judgment and decree, all of the defendants and each of them and

all persons claiming under them since the filing of the complaint
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herein be and they are forever barred and foreclosed of any right,
title, interest or claim in or to the real property or any part

thereof.

éggé /%%vﬂbcv //”//’

Unlted States District Judge

APPROVED.

3 %?;*
ROﬁgRT P. SANTEE

Assistant United States Attorney

Zalh. )/ @m&%

FREDERICK L. BOSS; JR.,
Attorney for Tommy R. Austin and
Lucille M. Austin
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE ~ 1 L E
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA ap D
2197 '
ORI
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ‘“Uwi D/Snp/m: Clery
2T Coypy

Plaintiff, .
CIVIL ACTION NO. 73—c—284/

vVsS.

#

RICHARD D. STEWART, et al.,

- Defendants.

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this Z/ﬁ@ day
of March , 1974, the plaintiff appearing by Robert P. Santee,
Assistant United States Attorney; defendant, Oklahoma Osteopathic
Hospital, appearing by its attorney, William B. Lee, and the
defendants, Richard D. Stewart and Rachel Stewart, appearing
not. |

The Court being fully advised and having examined
the file herein finds that copies of the Summons, Complaint, and
Amendment to Complaint were served on defendant, Oklahoma Osteopathic
Hospital on September 26, 1973, as appears from the Marshal's Return
of Service herein; that after diligent effort the whereabouts and
residence of defendants, Richard D. Stewart and Rachel Stewart,
cannot be ascertained, and that due and legal process of service
was made on these defendants by publication, as appears from the
Proof of Publication filed herein, and

It appearing that the defendants, Richard D. Stewart and
Rachel Stewart, have failed to answer herein and that default
has been entered by the Clerk of this Court.

The Court further finds that this is a suit based
upon a mortgage note and foreclosure on a real property mortgage
securing said mortgage note and that the following described
real properfy is located in Tulsa County, Oklahoma, within

the Northern Judicial District of Oklahoma:



Lot Fifteen (15), Block Twelve (12), ROLLING

HILLS THIRD ADDITION, an Addition in Tulsa

County, Oklahoma, according to the recorded

plat thereof.

THAT the defendants, Richard D. Stewart and Rachel
Stewart, did, on the 10th day of June, 1970, execute and deliver
to Lomas & Nettleton West, Inc., their certain Promissory Note
and Mortgage in the principal sum of $15,500.00 with interest
thereon at the rate of 8 1/2 percent per annum from date until
paid, said payments being payable in monthly installments of
$119.20 commencing on the 1lst day of August, 1970; that by Assign-
ment of Mortgage of Real Estate dated July 27, 1970, Lomas & Nettle-
ton West, Inc., assigned, transferred and set over said Promissory
Note and Mortgage to Federal National Mortgage Association; and
that by Assignment dated May 1, 1972, Federal National Mortgage
Association assigned, transferred and set over said Promissory Note
and Mortgage to the Secretary of Housing and Urban Development.

The Court further finde that the defendants, Richard D.
Stewart and Rachel Stewart, made default under the terms of
the aforesaid Promissory note and Mortgage by reason of their
failure to make monthly installments due thereon for more than
12 months last past, which default has continued and that by
reason thereof the above-named defendants are now indebted
to the plaintiff in the sum of $15,320.04 as unpaid principal,
with interest thereon at the rate of 8 1/2 percent interest
per annum from January 1, 1972, until paid, plus the cost of
this action accrued and accruing. |

The Court further finds that the defendant, Oklahoma
Osteopathic Hospital, has a good and valid unsatisfied judgment
which is a lien against the subject property in the principal sum
of $532.20, plus Court Costs in the sum of $30.00, plus attorney's
fees in the sum of $200.00 together with interest thereon at the rate
of 10 percent per annum from May 17, 1973, but that such judgment is

subject to and inferior to the first mortgage lien of the plaintiff

herein.



IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the plaintiff have and recover judgment against defendants,
Richard D. Stewart and Rachel Stewart, in rem, for the sum
of $15,320.04 with interest thereon at the rate of 8 1/2 percent
interest per annum from January 1, 1972, plus the cost of this
action accrued and accruing, plus any additional sums advanced
Oor to be advanced or expended during this foreclosure action
by plaintiff for taxes, insurance, abstracting, or sums for
the preservation of the subject property.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
defendant, Oklahoma Osteopathic Hospital, have and recover
judgment against the defendants, Richard D. Stewart and Rachel
Stewart, in rem, in the principal sum of $532.20, plus Court costs
in the sum of $30.00, plus attorney's fees in the sum of $200.00
together with interest thereon at the rate of 10 percent per annum
from May 17, 1973, until ?aid, but that such judgment is subject to
and inferior to the first mortgage lien of the plaintiff herein.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
upon the failure of said defendants to satisfy plaintiff's
money judgment herein, an Order of Sale shall be issued to
the United States Marshal for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
commanding him to advertise and sell with appraisement the
real property and apply the proceeds thereof in satisfaction
of plaintiff's judgment. The residue, if any, to be deposited
with the Clerk of the Court to await further order of the Court.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
from and after the sale of said property, under and by virtue
of this judgment and decree, all of the defendants and each
of them and all persons claiming under them since the filing
of the complaint herein be and they are forever barred and
foreclosed of any right, title, interest or claim in or to

the real property or any part thereof.

Gga&u éi?‘/ﬂiii‘”“"‘”““ﬂmhmw

- United States District Judge




APPROVED.

: SAVTEE ¢
A551stant Unlted States Attorney

/
// SN

WILLIA B. LEE /T
Works, Lee & Lentz
Attorneys—at-Law
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE_ E?Kyg ([
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA Hack ¢ S :

. ilver, ¢po-r,
lu.,;S.NDISTRIC[;COEj;;T

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

vs. CIVIL ACTION NO. 73-C-356 &

BARBARA D. WRIGHT, a single
woman, et al.,

Defendants.

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this _J 1
day of March, 1974, the plaintiff appearing by Robert P. Santee,
Assistant United States Attorney, and the defendants, Barbara D.
Wright, a single woman, County Treasurer, Rogers County, and
Board of County Commissioners, Rogers County, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined
the file herein finds that Barbara D. Wright was served by
publication, as appears from the Proof of Publication filed
March 8, 1974; and that County Treasurer, Rogers County, and
Board of County Commissioners, Rogers County, were served with
Summons and Complaint on November 7, 1973, as appears from the
Marshal's Return of Service herein.

It appearing that the said defendants have failed
to answer herein and that default has been entered by the Clerk
of this Court.

The Court further finds that this is a suit based
upon a mortgage note and foreclosure on a real property mortgage
securing said mortgage note and that the following described
real property is located in Rogers County, Oklahoma, within
the Northern Judicial District of‘Oklahoma:

Lot One (1), Block{%ﬁiveﬂ' (5), SUNSET ACRES

SUBDIVISION, an Addition to the City of

Claremore, Rogers County, State of

Oklahoma according to the recorded plat

thereof.

THAT the defendant, Barbara D. Wright, did, on the 8th

day of May,“l970: execute and deliver to the Lomas & Nettleton



West, Inc., her mortgage and mortgage note in the sum of
$16,650.00 with 8 1/2 percent interest per annum, and further
proViding‘for the payment of monthly installments of principal
and interest.

That by Assignment of Mortgage of Real Estate dated
June 17, 1970, the Lomas & Nettleton West, Inc., assigned said
note and mortgage to Federal National Mortgage Association; and
that by Assignment of Mortgage of Real Estate dated December 1,
1970, Federal National Mortgage Association assigned said note
and mortgage to the Secretary of Housing and Urban Development,
Washington, D.C.

The Court further finds that the defendant, Barbara D.
Wright, made default under the terms of the aforesaid mortgage
note by reason of her failure to make monthly installments
due thereon fér more than 12 months last past, which default
has continued and that by reason thereof the above-named defendant
‘are now indebted to the plaintiff in the sum of $16,410.41 as
unpaid principal, with interest thereon at the rate of 8 1/2
percent interest per annum from April 1, 1972, until paid,
plus the cost of this action accrued and accruing.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the plaintiff have and recover judgment against defendant,
Barbara D. Wright, in rem, for the sum of $16,410.41 with interest
thereon at the rate of 8 1/2 percent interest per annum from'
April i, 1972, plus the cost of this action accrued and accruing,
plus any additional sums advanced or to be advanced or expended
during this foreclosure action by plaintiff for taxes, insurance,
abstracting, or sums for the preservation of the subject property.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the plaintiff have and recover judgment, in rem, against the
defendants, County Treasurer, Rogers County, and Board of County
Commissioners, Rogers County.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
upon the failure of said defendants to satisfy plaintiff's
money judgment herein, an Order of Sale shall be issued to

2



the United States Marshal for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
commanding him to advertise and sell with appraisement the
real property and apply the proceeds thereof in satisfaction
of plaintiff's judgment. The residue, if any, to be deposited
with the Clerk of the Court to await further order of the Court.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
from and after the sale of said property, under and by virtue
of this judgment and decree, all of the defendants and each
of them and all persons claiming under them since the filing
of the complaint herein be and they are forever barred and
foreclosed of any right, title, interest or claim in or to

the real property or any part thereof.

T . . 'Cég‘
Sl (TR gl et

United States Disfrict Judge

APPROVED.

e n? [

ROBERT P. SANTEE
Assistant United States Attorney




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
E
'LEp

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
) AR 12 1974
Plaintiff, ; Jack ¢, Silver C/'
vs. o i
) J&é&!”S”WCTCOﬁk
RICHARDEAN G. CURTIS, ) —=E VOURT
Defendant. ;

Ccivil Action No. 73-C-373

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this *Jéli&day
of March, 1974, the plaintiff appearing by Robert P; Santee,
Assistant United States Attorney, and the defendant, Richardean
G. Curtis, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that Richardean G. Curtis was served by publi-
cation, as appears from the Proof of Publication filed herein on
March 7, 1974.

It appearing that the said defendant has failed to
answer herein and that default has been entered by the Clerk of
this Court.

The Court further finds that this is a suit based upon
a mortgage note and foreclosure on a real property mortgage secur-
ing said mortgage note and that the following described real
property is located in Tulsa County, Oklahoma, within the
Northern Judicial District of Oklahoma:

Lot Fifty (50), Block Two (2), Suburban Acres

Third Addition to the City of Tulsa, County of

Tulsa, State of Oklahoma, according to the

recorded plat thereof.

THAT the defendant, Richardean G. Curtis, did, on the
5th day of October, 1972, execute and deliver to the Administrator
of Veterans Affairs, his mortgage and mortgage note in the sum of
$9,750.00, with 4-1/2 percent interest per annum, and further pro-

viding for the payment of monthly installments of principal and

interest.



The Court further finds that the defendant, Richardean
¢. curtis, made default under the terms of the aforesaid mortgage
note by reason of his failure to make monthly installments due
thereon for more than twelve months last past, which default
has continued and that by reason thereof, the above-named defen-—
dant is now indebted to thé plaintiff in the sum of $9,712.37 as
unpaid principal, with interest thereon at the rate of 4-1/2 percent
per annum from December l,vl972, until paid, plus the cost of this
action accrued and accruing.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
plaintiff have and recover judgment against defendant, Richardean
G. Curtis, in rem, for the sum of $9,712.37, with interest thereon
at the rate of 4-1/2 percent per annum from December 1, 1972, until
paid, plus the cost of this action accrued and accruing, plus any
additional sums advanced or to be advanced or expended during this
foreclosure action by plaintiff for taxes, insurance, abstracting,
or sums for the preservation of the subject property.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that upon the
failure of said defendant to satisfy plaintiff's moneyvjudgment
herein, an Order of Sale shall be issued to the United States Mar-—
shal for the Northern District of Oklahoma, commanding him to
advertise and sell with appraisement the real property and apply
the proceeds thereof in satisfaction of plaintiff's judgment. The
residue, if any, shall be deposited with the Clerk of the Court to
await further order of the Court.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that from
and after the sale of said property, under and by virtue of this
judgment and decree, the defendant and all persons claiming under
him since the filing of the complaint herein be and they are for-
ever barred and foreclosed of any right, title,interest or claim

in or to the real property or any part thereof.

(oo & e

United States District Judge

APPROVED.

= L@/ .
//¢/§%%”/,}/f

ROBERT P. SANTEE
Assistant United States Attorney
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE 218%4-6(
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA Lt JaCk C S“\/er C]C'
v ) ’ il

U, S. DISTRICT COURT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

vs. CIVIL ACTION NO. 74-C-20 .,

BILLY JACK HOPPOCK, et al.,

Defendants.

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this
day of March, 1974, the plaintiff appearing by Robert P. Santee,
Assistant United States Attorney, and the defendants, Billy
Jack Hoppock and Mary Pearl Hoppock, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined
the file herein finds that Billy Jack Hoppock and Mary Pearl
Hoppock were served with Summons and Complaint on January 23,
1974, as appears from the Marshal's Return of Service herein.

It appearing that the said defendants have failed
to answer herein and that default has been entered by the Clerk
of this Court.

The Court further finds that this is a suit based
upon a mortgage note and foreclosure on a real property mortgage
securing said mortgage note and that the following described
real property is located in Washington County, Oklahoma, within
the Northern Judicial District of Oklahoma:

Lot Three (3), in Block Nine (9), of West

Sunset Addition to the City of Bartlesville,

Oklahoma, Washington County, State of

Oklahoma, according to the recorded plat

thereof.

THAT the defendants, Billy Jack Hoppock and Mary Pearl
Hoppock, did, on the 4th day of November, 1968, execute and
deliver to the Administrator of Veterans Affairs, their mortgage
and mortgage note in the sum of $8,900.00 with 7 percent interest

per annum, and further providing for the payment of monthly

installments_of principal and interest.



The Court further finds that the defendants, Billy
Jack Hoppock and Mary Pearl Hoppock, made default under the
terms of the aforesaid mortgage note by reason of their failure
to make monthly installments due thereon for more than 9 months
last past, which default has continued and that by reason thereof
the above-named defendants are now indebted to the plaintiff
in the sum of $8,426.70 as unpaid principal, with interest
thereon at the rate of 7 percent interest per annum from June 4,
1973, until paid, plus the cost of this action accrued and
accruing. ‘

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the plaintiff have and recover judgment against defendants,
Billy Jack Hoppock and Mary Pearl Hoppock, in personam, for
the sum of $8,426.70 with interest thereon at the rate of 7
percent interest per annum from June 4, 1973, plus the cost
of this action accrued and accruing, plus any additional sums
advanced or to be advanced or expended during this foreclosure
action by plaintiff for taxes, insurance, abstracting, or sums
for the preservation of the subject property.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
upon the failure of said defendants to satisfy plaintiff's
money judgment herein, an Order of Sale shall be issued to
the United States Marshal for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
commanding him to advertise and sell with appraisement the
real property and apply the proceeds thereof in satisfaction
of plaintiff's judgment. The residue, if any, to be deposited
with the Clerk of the Court to await further order of the Court.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
from and after the sale of said property, under and by virtue
of this judgment and decree, all of the defendants and each
of them and all persons claiming under them since the filing
of the complaint herein be and they are forever barred and
foreclosed of any right, title, interest or claim in or to
the real property or any part thereof.

- 2



L/J /77({ 7’{ ﬁ//ﬁw/[ e

United States District Judge

APPROVED.

ROBERT P. SANTEE
Assistant United States Attorney




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA F I L E
) D

MAR 1 974 _, /

EDO-AIRE MITCHELL, Jack C, S[[Ver C/
‘ » el
Plaintiff, u S, D[STR[C]‘ COURT

vs. No. 74-C-55 1~

AUTOPILOTS CENTRAL INC.,

Defendant.
ORDER

This matter having come to be heard upon the Motion of the
plaintiff for a Default Judgment, the Court finds that the defendant,
Auto-Pilots Central Inc., is in default and that judgment should be
entered for the plaintiff in the amount of Ten Thousand, Four

Hundred Forty-Three Dollars and Two Cents ($10, 443. 02),

S 20

together with an attorney fee in the amount ’waﬁ’ ST o = plus

the costs of this action and interest from the date of judgment.

; . v .
A L S B L0 e ot it s S AN
Judge




FILED

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA MAR 1219%4

Jack ¢, Silver, Clerk
U. S. DISTRICT COURT

CIVIL ACTION NO. 73-C-233

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vs.

CLARENCE RICHARD BERNETT,
et al.,

L L W WP N N W

Defendants.

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this /f
WL T

day of Pebruwaxry, 1974, the plaintiff appearing by Robert P.
Santee, Assistant United States Attorney, the defendants,
County Treasurer, Tulsa County, and Board of County Commissioners,
Tulsa County, appearing by Gary J. Summerfield, Assistant
District Attorney, the defendant, Interstate Finance Company
of Oklahoma, appearing by its attorney, Warren L. McConnico,
and the aéééndants, Clarence Richard Bernett, Linda Kay Bernett,
John Paul Franklund, Edna J..Franklund, Wallace Leon Ketcher,
Donna June Ketcher, Riley E. Walker, C. Faye Walker, Carroll
Trowbridge, and Zella Ann Trowbridge, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined
the file herein finds that John Paul Franklund, Edna J. Franklund,
Carroll Trowbridge, and Zella Ann Trowbridge were served by
publication, as appears from the Proof of Publication filed
herein on February 28, 1974; that Clarence Richard Bernett and
Linda Kay Bernett were served with Summons, Complaint, and Amend-
ment to Complaint on August 3, 1973, and August 22, 1973, re-
spectively; that Wallace Leon Ketcher and Donna June Ketcher
were served with Summons, Complaint, and Amendment to Complaint
on August 3, 1973, and August 24, 1973, respectively; that
Riley E. Walker and C. Faye Walker were served with Summons,
Complaint, and Amendment to Complaint on August 8, 1973, and
August 21, 1973, respectively; that Interstate Finance Company

of Oklahoma was served with Summons, Complaint, and Amendment



to Complaint on July 30, 1973, and August 23, 1973, respec-
tively; that County Treasurer, Tulsa County, and Board of
County Commissioners, Tulsa County, were served with Summons,
Complaint, and Amendment to Complaint on August 21, 1973, all
as appears from the Marshal's Réturn of Service herein.

It appearing that County Treasurer, Tulsa County,
and Board of County Commissioners, Tulsa County, have duly
filed their Answer herein on August 30, 1974; that Interstate
Finance Company of Oklahoma has duly filed its Disclaimer herein
on August 21, 1973; and that Clarence Richard Bernett, Linda
Kay Bernett, John Paul Franklund, Edna J. Franklund, Wallace
Leon Ketcher, Donna June Ketcher, Riley E. Walker, C. Faye
Walker, Carroll Trowbridge, and Zella Ann Trowbridge have failed
to answer herein and that default has been entered by the Clerk
of this Court.

The Court further finds that this is a suit based
upon a mortgage note and foreclosure on a real property mortgage
se@uriﬁ;is%id mortgage note and that the following described
real property is located in Tulsa County, Oklahoma, within
the Northern Judicial District of Oklahoma: |

Lot Thirty-five (35), Block Five (5), LAKE-

VIEW HEIGHTS AMENDED ADDITION to the City

of Tulsa, County of Tulsa, State of Oklahoma,

according to the recorded plat thereof.

THAT the defendants, Clarence Richard Bernett and
Linda Kay Bernett, did, on the 5th day of December, 1963,
execute and deliver to the Administrator of Veterans Affairs,
their mortgage and mortgage note in the sum of $9,250.00 with
5 1/4 percent interest per annum, and further providing for
the payment of monthly installments of principal and interest.

The Court further finds that the defendants, John
Paul Franklund and Edna J. Franklund, were the grantees in
a deed from Clarence Richard Bernett and Linda Kay Berﬁett,
dated February 3, 1967, and filed February 20, 1967, in Book
3798, Page 142, records of Tulsa County, wherein thn Paul
Franklund and Edna J. Franklund assumed and agreed to pay

2



the mortgage indebtedness being sued upon herein.

The Court further finds that the defendants, Wallace
Leon Ketcher and Donna June Ketcher, were the grantees in
a deed from John Paul Franklund and Edna J. Franklund, dated
December 2, 1967, and filed December 13, 1967, in Book 3831,
Page 1974, records of Tulsa County, wherein Wallace Leon Ketcher
and‘Donna June Ketcher assumed and agreed to pay the mortgage
indebtedness being sued uéon herein.

The Court further finds that the defendants, Clarence
Richard Bernett, Linda Kay Bernett, John Paul Franklund, Edna J.
Franklund, Wallace Leon Ketcher, and Donna June Ketcher, made
default under the terms of the aforesaid mortgage note by
reason of their failure to make monthly installments due thereon
for more than 12 months last past, which default has continued
and that by reason thereof the above-named defendants are
now indebted to the plaintiff in the sum of $7,970.54 as unpaid
principaLiiwith interest thereon at the rate of 5 1/4 percent
interest per annum fﬁom September 1, 1972, until paid, plus
the cost 6f this action accrued and accruing.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the plaintiff have and recover judgment against defendants,
Clarence Richard Bernett, Linda Kay Bernett, Wallace Leon Ketcher,
and Donna June Ketcher, in personam, and John Paul Franklund
and Edna J. Franklund, in rem, for the sum of $7,970.54 with
interest thereon at the rate of 5 1/4 percent interest per
annum from September 1, 1972, plus the cost of this action
accrued and accruing, plus any additional sums advanced or
to be advanced or expended during this foreclosure action
by plaintiff for taxes, insurance, abstracting, or sums for
the preservation of the subject property.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the plaintiff have and recover judgment, in rem, against the
defendants, Riley E. Wélker, C. Faye Walker, Carroll Trowbridge,
Zella Ann Trowbridge, County Treasurer, Tulsa County and Board
of County Commissioners, Tulsa County.

3 .



IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
upon the failure of said defendants to satisfy plaintiff's
money judgment herein, an Order of Sale shall be issued to
the United States Marshal for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
commanding him to advertise and sell with appraisement the
real property and apply the proceeds thereof in satisfaction
of plaintiff's judgment. The residue, if any, to be deposited
with the Clerk of the Couft to await further order of the
Court.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
from and after the sale of said property, under and by virtue
of this judgment and decree, all of the defendants and each
of them and all persons claiming under them since the filing
of the complaint herein be and they are forever barred and
foreclosed of any right, title, interest or claim in or to

the real property or any part thereof.

o &Sl

United States District Judge

iy -

ROBERT P. SANTEE
Assistant Unpdted State
Attorpey for Ylaintif

Ated Statds of

/v Treasurer, Tuls# county /
rd gf Copnty ComeSSigners,
sa Qounty // ‘



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE AEF_I
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA )

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff, o
CIVIL ACTION NO. 73~C-285V/
VS. _

BOBBY GENE WILSON, et al.,

st S Nt St Vapat gl Sl Nt st

Defendants.

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this Z gﬂ'day
of '222&&14&&4 , 1974, the plaintiff appearing by Robert P.
Santee, Assistant United States Attorney, and the defendants,
Bobby Gene Wilson, Virrela Rexine Hamilton (formerly Wilson), and
Bobby R. Hamilton, appearing not. | |

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that after diligent effort, the whereabouts and
residence of the defendant, Bobby Gene Wilson, cannot be ascertained
ané that serﬁice was made on this defendant by publication as appears

from the Proof of Publication filed herein; that due and legal

- process of service of summons and complaint was made on defendant,

Virrela Rexine Hamilton (formerly Wilson), on September 10, 1973, and
on Bobby R. Hamilton on September 10, 1973, as appears from the U. S.
Marshal's Returns of Service herein, and

It appearing that the said defendants have failed to -
answer herein and that default has been entered by the Clerk of
this Court.

The Court further finds that this is a suit based upon
a mortgage note and foreclosure bn a real property mortgage securing
said mortgage néte and that the following described real property
is located in Tulsa County, Oklahoma, within the Northern Judicial
District of Oklahoma:

Lot Twenty-~Four (24), Block Ten (10), SUBURBAN

HILLS ADDITION to the City of Tulsa, Tulsa County,
Oklahoma, according to the recorded plat thereof.



THAT the defendants, Bobby Gene Wilson and Virrela
Wilson (now Hamilton), did, on the 26th day of March, 1966,
execute and deliver to the Administraﬁmr of Veterans Affairs,
their mortgage and mortgage note in the éum of $9,350.00 with 5 3/4
percent interest per annum, and further providing for the payment
of monthly installments of principal and interest.

The Court further finds that the defendants, meby Gene
Wilson and Virrela Wilson (now Hamilton), made default under the
termé of the aforesaid mortgége note by reason of their féilure
to make monthlykinstallments due thereon for more than 12 months
last past, which default has continued and that by reason thereof
the above-named defendants are now indebted to the plaintiff in
the sum of $8,552.21 as unpaid principal, with interest thereon
at the rate of 5 3/4 percent interest per annum from December 1,
1972, until paid, plus any additional sums advanced or expended
during this foreclosure action by plaiﬁtiff for taxes, insurance,
abstraction or sums for the preservation of the subject property,
plus the cost of this action accrued and acqruing.

The Court further finds that Bobby R. Hamilton has or
claims some right, title, or interest in and to the pramises
herein being foreclosed by reason of possible homestead rights
arising from his marriagé to Virrela Réxine Wilson (now Hémilton).

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
plaintiff have and recover judgment agaihst a¢fendants, Bobby Gene

Wilson, in rem, and Virrela Rexine Wilson (now Hamilton), in personam,

for -the sum of $8,552.21 with interest thereon at the rate of 5 3/4
percent interest per annum from December 1, 1972, plus the cost
" of this action accrued and accruing, plus any additional sums
advanced or expended during this foreclosure action by plaintiff
for taxes, insurance, abstracting, or sums for the preservation
of the subject property. |

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ' ADJUDGED ANb DECREED that the
plaintiff have and recover judgment, in rem, against the defendant,

Bobby R. Hamiltdn.



IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that upon
the failure of defendants, Bobby Gene Wilson and Virrela Wilson
(now Morgan), to satisfy plaintiff's money judgmént herein, an
Order of Sale shall be issued to the United States Marshal for
the Northern District of Oklahoma, commanding him tc.adv&rtise
and sell Qith appraisement the real property and apply the proceeds
- thereof in satisfaction of plaintiff's judgment. The residue,
if any, to be de@asited with the Clerk of the Court to await further.
order of the Court.

- IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGEE)»AND DECREED that 'frdm
and after the sale of said property, under and by virtue of this
iudgment and decree, all of the defendants and each of them and
all persons claiming under them since the filing of the complaint
herein be and they are forever barred and foreclosed of any right,
title, interest or claim in or to the real property or any part

- thereof.

United States District Judge

APPROVED.

ROBERT P. SANTEE |
Assistant United States Attorney
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff, | |
CIVIL ACTION NO. 73-C-275

EILED

VS.

CHARLIE JENKINS, JR., et al.,

| Defendants. MAR 8 1974 (/
S Jack C. Silver, Clerk
JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE U.:S. DISTRICT COURT

THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this ,§7§§‘day
of March , 1974, the plaintiff appearihg by Robert P. Santee;
Assistant United States Attorney, the défendants, County Treasurer,
Tulsa County, and the Board of County Coﬁmissisners, Tulsa County,

' appearing by Gary J. Summarfield, Assistant-nistrict Attorﬁey,

Tulsa County, Oklahema,‘tha defendants, Don E. Gasaway and
Edward L. Jacoby, having filed their Disclaimers herein, and
the defendants, Charlie Jenkins, Jr., Barbara R. Jenkins, Thomas C.
Todd, Mary Alice Morgan formerly Todd, Jessie Todd and Phil Lassiter,
appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined
the file herein finds that defendant, Don E. Gasaway was served
Awith summons and complaint on August 24, 1974; that the defendants,
Charlie Jenkins, Jr., Barbara Jenkins, Thomas C. Todd, Edward L.
Jacoby and Phil Lassiter, were each served with summons and complaint
on August 23, 1973, and defendants, County Treasurer, Tulsa County,
Oklahoma, and Board of County Commissioners, Tulsa County, Oklahoma,
were each served with summons and complaint on August 22, 1973, all
as appears from the Marshal's Returns of Service herein; that after
diligent effort the whereabouts and residence of the defendants,
Mary Alice Morgan formerly Todd, and Jessie Todd, could not be
ascertained; that these defendants were served by publication as
evidenced by the Proof of Publication filed herein; that the time
within which the defendants, Charlie Jenkins, Jr., Barbara R. Jenkins,

Thomas C. Todd, -Mary Alice Morgan formerly Todd, Jessie Todd and
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Phil Lassiter, may answer or otherwise move as to the complaint has
expired and that default has been entered by the Clerk of this Court.
The Court further finds that this is a suit based
upon a mortgage note and foreclosure on a real property mortgage
securing said mortgage note and that the following described
real property is located in Tulsa County, Oklahoma, within
the Northern Judicial District of Oklahoma:
Lot Seventeen (17), Block Forty (40), VALLEY VIEW
ACRES SECOND ADDITION to the City of Tulsa, Tulsa
County, Oklahoma, according to the recorded plat
thereof.
THAT the defendants, Charlie Jenkins, Jr., and Barbara
R. Jenkins, did, on the 27th day of February, 1968, execute
and deliver to Administrator of Veterans Affairs, their mortgage
and mortgage note in the sum of $10,200.00, with 6 percent
interest per annum, and further providing for the paym;nt of
monthly installments of principal and interest.
The Court further finds that the defendants, Charlie
Jenkins, Jr., and Barbara R. Jenkins, made default under the
terms of the aforesaid mortgage note by reason of their failure
ta'mmke monthly installments due thereon for more than 12 months
last past, which default has continued and that by reason thereof
the above-named defendants are now indebted to the\plaintiff
in the sum of $9,801.39 as unpaid principal, with interest
thereon at the rate of 6 percent interest per annum from August 1,
1972, until paid, plus the cost of this action accrued and
aécruing.' |
The Court further finds that there is due and owing
to the County of Tulsa, State of Oklahoma, from Thomas Todd,
the sum of $3.37 plus interest of $0.47 and advertising fee of
$1.75 for personal property taxes for the year 1972, and that
Tulsa County should have judgment for said amount, but that
such judgment is subject to and inferior to the first mortgage

lien of the plaintiff herein.



,&.4 S




- -
@ . Y YU
. : .
E- ‘ 'I'

of the complaint herein be and they are forever barred and
foreclosed of any right, title, interest or claim in or to

the real property or any part thereof.

Y Ze

United States District Judge

APPROVED.

ROBERT p SANTf

A331st§pt Unlted States ﬁttcrney : }
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GARY 7. SUMMﬁ:RF:ELn B — —
//ASSLstant District Attorney
- Tulsa Cognty, State of Oklahoma 7
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR
THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

EILED
| MR 5107
NANCY BRANDON, § UJQCK C. Silver, Clark
Plaintiff, }; | 5 DISTR ICT COURT
cvs- | ; No. 73-C- 324
s | - 3
JIMMY DALE SWALLEY, g
| ’,bafandaﬁt} BE
{MJ‘«?/&{WZA

Th@ above matter comes on f&r"h&ﬁﬁ%ﬁg on the applicatiau
ymf bmkh the Plaintiff and mafendamt for diﬂmiﬁ&ﬂl Tha Comrt

KLnds that all issues have b@am campr@mi&ad ‘and settled b@tweeﬁ

(Hze éﬁ?“’(‘f &5 2;7’5/«”/1" o
mh& parties and that sai action/4is hereby &13mia&ed with pxw
e 2P BT

3uﬂ£ca to any furth@r or ﬁuture action. " |

JUDGE OF THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT =
_COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
OKLAHOMA




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

United States of America,

Plaintiff,

vE. CIVIL ACTION NO, 73-C-253

31.55 Acres of Land, More or Tract No. 131
Less, Situate in Washington
Countv, State of Oklahoma, and )
Heirs of Walter Wilson, et al.,)

T N N gt N Nt Nt S

{(All Interests)

d Unk owmers, )
and Unknown erstdt ; FILEE:}
N MAR 4
1974
“Jack ¢ Silver
. " ! C
JUDGMENT Uy pgppe

1.

NOW, on this /th day of

ot ¢ 1974, this matter

comes on for disposition on application of Plaintiff, United States

of America, for entry of judgment on a stipulation agreeing upon

just compensation, and the Court, after having examined the files

in this action and being advised by counsel for Plaintiff, finds:
2.

This judgment applies to the entire estate condemned in
Tract No. 131, as such estate and tract are described in the Com-
plaint filed in this action,

3.

The Court has jurisdiction of the parties and subject
matter of this action.

4.

Service of Process has been perfected either personally
or by publication notice, as provided by Rule 71A of the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, on all parties defendant in this cause
who are interested in subject tract.

5.

The Acts of Congress set out in paragraph 2 of the Com-
plaint herein give the United States of America the right, power,
and authority to condemn for public use the estate described above
in paragraph 2. Pursuant thereto, on August 3, 1973, the United

States of America filed its Declaration of Taking of such described



property, and title to the described estate in such property should
be vested in the United States of America as of the date of filing
the Declaration of Taking.

6.

Simultaneously with filing the Declaration of Taking,
there was deposited in the Registry of the Court as estimated com-
pensation for the taking of a certain estate in subject tract a
certain sum of money and all of this deposit has been disbursed,
as set out below in paragraph 15.

7.

On the date of taking in this action, the owner of the
estate taken in subject tract was the defendant whose name is shown
below in paragraph 15. Such named defendant is the only person
asserting any interest in the estate taken in such tract. All
other persons having either disclaimed or defaulted, such named
defendant is entitled to receive the just compensation awarded by
this judgment.

8.

Mr. Charley Miller, Office of the Regional Solicitor,
has received from the Indian owner in this case written authoriza-
tion to represent such Indian owner in this action, and has
personally appeared in this matter representing such owner.

9.

A pre-trial conference was held in this case on Novem=-
ber 27, 1973. At that hearing the Plaintiff advised the Court that
prior to the filing of this case the owner of the land involved
had executed an Offer to Sell Real Property in which instrument he
had agreed with Plaintiff upon the amount of compensation to be
paid for his property.

Mr. Miller, for the owner, urged the Court that the
property involved is Restricted Indian land and that the Indian
owner had no authority to execute a binding agreement in regard to
such land.

The Court finds that the facts are as stated by Mr. Mill~-
er and concludes that the aforesaid Offer to Sell Real Property is

invalid and has no effect in this case.
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10.

Mr. Charley Miller, acting for the owner of the subject
property, and the United States of America have executed and filed
herein a Stipulation As To Just Compensation wherein they have
agreed that just compensation for the estate condemned in subject
tract is in the amount shown as compensation in paragraph 15 below,
and such Stipulation should be approved.

11.

This judgment will create a deficiency between the amount
deposited as estimated compensation for subject property and the
amount fixed by the Stipulation As To Just Compensation; and the
amount of such deficiency should be deposited for the benefit of
the owner. Such deficiency is set out below in paragraph 15.

12.

It Is, Therefore, ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the
United States of America has the right, power, and authority to
condemn for public use the tract named in paragraph 2 herein, as
such tract is particularly described in the Complaint filed herein;
and suct tract, to the extent of the estate described in such Com-
plaint, is condemned, and title to such described estate is vested
in the United States of America as of August 3, 1973, and all de-
fendants herein and all other persons interested in such estate are
forever barred from asserting any claim to such property.

13.

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that on the
date of taking, the owner of the estate condemned herein in subject
tract was the defendant whose name appears below in paragraph 15
and the right to receive the just compensation for the estate
taken herein in this tract is vested in the party so named.

14.

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the

Offer to Sell Real Property described in paragraph 9 above, is

void and is given no effect in this case.



15.

It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the
Stipulation As To Just Compensation, described in paragraph 10
above, hereby is confirmed; and the sum therein fixed is adopted
as the award of just compensation for the estate condemned in
subject tract as follows:

TRACT NO, 131

Owner:

Donald W, Wilson
(Only heir of Walter Wilson, deceased)

Award of just compensation
pursuant to Stipulation ~wweweee- $14,315,.00 $14,315.00

Deposited as estimated compensation =-- 11,500.00

Disbursed to OwWwner ====—==meem———-—— - -~ 11,500,00

Balance due tO OWNer ===w=== e e e § 2,815.00

Deposit deficiency ===w=wrwceccomcomeee- § 2,815,00

16.
It Is Further ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the

United States of America shall deposit in the Registry of this
Court, in this Civil Action, to the credit of subject tract, the

deficiency sum of $2,815.00, and the Clerk of this Court then shall
disburse from the deposit for subject tract, to the Bureau of
Indian Affairs, Muskogee Area Office, for Account of Donald W.

Wilson, the sum of $2,815.00.

/s/ Allen E. Barrow

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

/s/ Hubert A. Marlow

HUBERT A, MARLOW
Assistant United States Attorney

/s/ Charley R. Miller

CHARLEY R. MILLER
Attorney for Defendant



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

BARBARA SUE GESSEL and
E. L. GESSEL,
Plaintiffs,

No. 73-c-04 F 1 LLE D
MAR 4 1974

Jack C. Silver, Clerk
U. S DISTRICT COURT

vs.

SOUTHWESTERN BELIL TELEPHONE
COMPANY, a corporation,
Defendant.

ORDER DISMISSING CASE WITH PREJUDICE

The application of the plaintiffs herein and their
attorneys of record, Berry & Berry and Earl Goad, to dismiss
this action with prejudice having been filed herein; and the
Court having determined that said application should be
granted,

IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that this action
be dismissed with prejudice to any other action or proceeding
by plaintiffs or either of them against the defendant, South-
western Bell Telephone Company, its agents, servants or employees
based upon or in any manner connected with the subject matter

of this action.
M TS A Dl o “\\‘&:{;Q\;\/ SN

prd
(Q}a‘@mnm. T ”;C;g W,M*«wa
ALLEN E. BARROW, CHIEF JUDGE
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
HORTHERN DISTRICT OF ORKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
| Plaintiff,
VE, Civil Action Mo, 71=C=340

REDMAN DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION

)
)
)
)
)
)
a/k/a RANSAS QUALITY CONSTRUCTION)

INC., ; FILED
Jack C. Silver, Clerk
STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL U. S. DISTRICT COURT

The Parties hereto have effected a eamytami&a settle-
ment in the above-entitled action; therefore, iT IS HEREBRY
STIPULATED by the Plaintiff, United States of America, by and
through its attorneys, Nathan Q. Graham, United States Attorney,
and Jack M. Short, Assistant United States Attorney for the
Northern District of Oklahoma, and by the befendant, Redman
Development Corporation a/k/a Kansas Quality Construction, Inc.,
by and through its attorney of record, R. Robert Huff, Esq.,
they being all of the Parties who have appeared in this action,
that the above-entitled action be and it is hereby dismissed
with prejudice to a future action with each Party to bear its
owWn Ccosts.

Dated this 28th day of Pebruary, 1974.

HATHAN G. GRAHAM
United States Attorney

/"(M d
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, e Y
- JACK 1. Enone

Assistant United States Attorney
. Attorneys for Plaintiff

/,_x ,/ ) ( ’ ,/{ ) /}/L::,,,\" V

Att@rﬁ@& ﬁéﬁ Defendant




